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TITLE 6—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT 

Chapter III—Farmers Home Adminis* 
fration. Department of Agriculture 

Subchapfor B—Form Ownership Loans 
(FHA Instruction 443^) 

Pakt 332 —^Processing Initial Loans 
MISCELLANEOUS AMENLBCENTS 

1. Section 332.6 (a). Title 6. Code of 
Federal Regulations (22 P. R. 19), is 
revised to discontinue the requirement 
that veterans evidence of discharge be 
Included in the loan docket, and to read 
as follows: 

5 332^ Preparation of loan docket 
flwd action by loan approval official. 
(a) Forms required in loan processing 
will be prepared and assembled in the 
County OflBce. The County Supervisor 
will assemble the loaji docket when the 
County Committee has signed Form 
FHA-491. “County Committee Certifica¬ 
tion.” If the applicant Is a veteran, the 
County Supervisor will review the appli¬ 
cant’s evidence of discharge or release, 
and if he determines the applicant is a 
veteran as defined in §§ 301.21 and 301.22 
of this chapter, veteran status will be 
indicated on Form FHA-197. “Applica¬ 
tion for FHA Services.” If the applicant 
is a disabled veteran the docket will in¬ 
clude evidence showing the amount of 
and reason for pension. The loan docket 
Will be submitted to the State Office. 

2. SecUon 332.11, Title 6, Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations (22 P. R. 20) is revised 
to discontinue the submission of Foims 
raA-416 and FHA-971 to the NaUonal 
Office for selection of a lender and to 
read as follows: 

1332.11 Action by State Office after 
a^oval of insured loan. When Form 
^^-971, "Request lor check,” is re- 
M^ed from the County Office, the Stete 
wlU check or insert the name and 
of the lender and see that these 
wtries are correct, the signature of the 
^ounty Supervisor on the original of 
ojm PHA-971, and forward the original 
of Form PHA-971 to the lender. 

3. SwUon 332.12 (a). Title 6, Code of 
V Regulations (22 P. R. 20), is re- 

^ to include directions for delivery of 


the check by the lender and to read as 
follows: 

S 332.12 Actions subsequent to receipt 
of preliminary title evidence and prior to 
loan closing —(a) County Supervisor, 
When the preliminary title evidence is re¬ 
ceived, it will be processed in accordance 
with Part 307, Subpart A, of this chapter. 
When necessary curative actions have 
been taken to provide a satisfactory title 
and a date has been set for loan closing, 
the County Supervisor will order the loan 
check. For an insured loan, the County 
Supervisor will request the check by pre¬ 
paring Form PHA-971 and submitting it 
to the State Director. In a case where 
the seller is to become the lender, the 
amount of the check requested will be 
only for the amount of cash, if any, he 
will advance. Whenever the bank han¬ 
dling a supervised bank accoimt will 
require the lender’s personal check to 
clear before disbursing funds, the lender 
should be requested to furnish a certified 
or cashier’s check. When suitable ar¬ 
rangement can be made with the lender, 
the bank draft method may be used to 
obtain insured loan funds. The lender 
or his representative may present the 
check for an insured loan at the time 
the loan is closed or if desired, the check 
may be mailed to the Coimty Supervisor. 
When a lender issues a loan check pay¬ 
able jointly to the borrower(s) and the 
Farmers Home Administration as a pre¬ 
caution against loss of funds, the County 
Supervisor is authorized to endorse the 
check on behalf of the Farmers Home 
Administration at the time of loan clos¬ 
ing as follows: “Endorsed without re¬ 
course: Farmers Home Administration, 

By.. Title ..»» 

The State Director also is authorized to 
endorse such a check in the same man¬ 
ner. Authority to endorse such checks in 
no way relates to or modifies the regula¬ 
tions contained in Part 362 of this chap¬ 
ter regarding coUection Items, or the 
endorsement of such items. 

4. The use of Forms FHA-190A and 
PHA-240A have been discontinued 
Therefore. In 5 332.13. TiUe 6. Code of 
Federal Regulations (22 P. R. 21), refer¬ 
ences to Form FHA-190A and Form 
PHA-240A and the Note appearing in 
(Continued on p. 9106) 
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paragraph (e) and the reference to P\)nn 
PHA-240A in paragraph (i) are revoked, 

(H. 8. 161, sec. 41. 60 Stat. 628. as amended, 
sec. 4, 64 Stat. 100; 5 U. 8. C. 22, 7 U. 8. O 
1016, 40 U. 8. C. 442) 

Dated: November 8, 1957. 

[seal! H, C. Smith, 

Acting Administrator, 
Farmers Home Administration. 

[F. H, Doc. 57-9429; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.) 


Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Commerce 

lAmdt. 28] 

Part 550— Federal Aid to Public Agen¬ 
cies FOR Development of Public Air¬ 
ports 

PROJECT COSTS 

Acting pursuant to the authority 
vested in me by the Federal Airport Act, 
I hereby amend Part 550 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Civil Aeronautics Adminis¬ 
tration as follows: 


TITLE 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 

Chapter II—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 

Part 250— General Rules and Regula¬ 
tions, Public Utility Holding Com¬ 
pany Act of 1935 

financial CONNECTIONS OP OFFICERS AND 
DIRECTORS OP REGISTERED HOLDING COM¬ 
PANIES AND SUBSIDIARIES 


TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION 

Chapter I—Civil Aeronautics Board 

Subchopfar C— Procedural Regulotions 
(Reg. No. PR-29J 

Part 302 —^Rules of Practice in 
E coNOBnc Proceedings 

FILING of documents 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D. C. 
on the 8th day of November 1957. 

Section 302.3 of Part 302 of the Board’s 
procedural regulations contains the pro¬ 
visions governing the filing of documents 
in economic proceedings. The docu¬ 
ments filed in such proceedings are often 
voluminous and have appended thereto 
a variety of material, e. g., maps, charts, 
and diagrams. While many of these doc¬ 
uments contain a subject index for the 
Board’s guidance, there is no specific 
requirement in Rule 3 for the Inclusion 
of such an index and in the absence of 
such a requirement there has been no 
uniformity of practice in this regard. 
Therefore, in order to facilitate the re¬ 
view and/or analysis of the documents 
filed with the Board or an examiner, the 
Board considers it appropriate to amend 
Rule 3 so as to require that any docu¬ 
ment consisting of 20 or more pages con¬ 
tain a subject index. 

Since this amendment is not a sub¬ 
stantive rule but one of agency proce¬ 
dure, notice and public procedure hereon 
are unnecessary, and the amendment 
may be made effective upon less than 30 
days notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Par t 302 of the procedural regulations 
(14 CPR Part 302) as follows, effective 
November 30,1957: 

1. By amending § 802.3 by adding a 
new paragraph (d) to read as follows: 

(d) Table of contents. All documents 
filed under this part consisting of twenty 
or more pages must contain a subject- 
index of the matter in such document, 
with page references. 

(Sec. 205, 52 stat. 984; 49 V. 8. C. 425. In- 
terpreta or applies aec. 1001, 52 Stat. 1017: 

49 U. 8. C. 641) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

M. C. Mulligan, 
Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-9463; PUed, Nov. 14, 1957* 
8:52 a, m.J 


Section 550.4 (c) ( 1 ) is hereby amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 

§ 550.4 Project costs. • • • 

(c) United States share of project 
costs. • • • 

(1) Project costs other than costs of 
installation of high intensity lighting on 
runways designated instrument landing 
runways. The United States share of the 
project costs (other than costs of in¬ 
stallation of high intensity lighting on 
runways designated instrument landing 
runways) of an approved project for the 
development of an airport, regardless of 
the size or location of the airport to be 
developed, shah be 50 percent of the 
allowable project costs of the project 
(other than costs of installation of high 
intensity lighting on runways designated 
instrument landing runways), except 
that this share, in the case of any State 
containing unappropriated and unre¬ 
served public lands and nontaxable In¬ 
dian lands (individual and tribal) ex¬ 
ceeding 5 percent of the total area of all 
lands therein shall be increased as pro¬ 
vided in section 10 (b) of the act and 
except that the United States share shall 
be 75 percent in the case of the Terri¬ 
tory of Alaska and the Virgin Islands, 
all as set forth in the following table: 

United States Percentage Share of Allow¬ 
able Project Costs* in States Containino 
Unappropriated and Unreserved Public 
Lands and Nontaxable Indian Lani« 


Arizona_ 

California_ 

Colorado_ 

Idaho_ 

Montana ______ 

Nevada__ 

New Mexico__ 

Oregon_^ 

South Dakota_* 

UUh _ 

Washington __ 

Wyoming_ 


61.00 
54. 04 
53.28 

65. 75 
63. 27 
62. 50 

66. 45 
65. 94 
62.91 
62.21 
61.71 
57.18 


Note: The percentages Mated in this table 
will vary as changes occur with respect to the 
area of unappropriated and unreserved pub¬ 
lic lands and nontaxable Indian lands in the 
several States, in which event such changed 
percentages wlU be used by the Admlnlstra- 
tor In determining the United States share 
of allowable project costs other than costs of 
Installing high intensity runway Ughtlng on 
runways designated as instrument landlns 
runways. ® 


(Secs. 1-16, 60 Stat. 170-178, as amended* 49 
U. 8. C. and Sup., 1111-1114) 


This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 


[seal] James T. Pyle, 

Administrator of CivQ Aeronautics. 
November 7,1957. 

(F. R. Doc. 67-9433; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957- 


The Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion has heretofore published for com¬ 
ments and suggestions a proposal to 
amend 5 250.70 (Rule U-70), adopted 
under section 17 (c) of the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935. governing 
the connections with financial institu¬ 
tions of officers and directors of reg¬ 
istered holding companies and subsidiary 
companies. 

Section 17 (c) prohibits any registered 
holding company or any subsidiary com¬ 
pany thereof from having as an officer 
or director any “executive officer, part¬ 
ner. appointee or representative of any 
bank, trust company, investment, or 
banking association or firm . , except 
as permitted by rule and regulation of 
the Commission “as not adversely af¬ 
fecting the public interest or the interest 
of investors and consumers.'* Rule U-70 
defines those persons or situations to 
which the Commission has granted 
exemptions from section 17 (c). 

Paragraph (b) (1) of Rule U-70 as 
now in effect provides that no holding 
company or subsidiary shall have as 
many as one-half of its directors persons 
with financial connections within the 
scope of section 17 (c). 

Requests to amend the rule were re¬ 
ceived by the Commission from a number 
of public utility holding companies and 
their subsidiaries. They requested the 
rule be liberalized so as to permit, among 
other things, companies subject to the 
rule to have a greater percentage of per¬ 
sons with financial coimectlons within 
the scope of section 17 (c) than that per¬ 
mitted by paragraph (b) ( 1 ). Those re¬ 
questing the rule change noted that some 
of their public utility subsidiaries now 
have the maximum number of persons 
with banking connections permitted by 
the rule. They stated they are desirous 
of appointing as directors additional 
persons within their respective service 
are^, but such persons as have the most 
^sirable qualifications have connections 
with commercial banks and are. there¬ 
fore. ineligible to act as directors under 
the present provision of paragraph (b) 

(1). It was also pointed out that, at the 

present time, paragraph (a) (4) (i) per¬ 
mits a person whose only financial con¬ 
nection Is with one or more commercial 
banking institutions each having a com¬ 
bined capital and surplus not in excess 
of $2,500,000 to be a director of a regis¬ 
tered holding company or subsidiary 
thereof. It was therefore suggested, 
among other things, that the less than 
“one-half” limitation in paragraph (b) 
(1) be liberalized so as to exclude from 
such limitation persons who qualify 
pursuant to paragraph (a) (4) ti), and 
that the figure of $2,500,000 in para- 
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graph (a) (4) (i) be raised to $4,000,000, 
or possibly $5,000,000. 

After consideration of the various re- 
Quests to amend Rule U-70, the Commis¬ 
sion believed that a portion of the sug¬ 
gestions should be circulated as a pro¬ 
posed amendment for public comment. 
Notice of the proposed amendment was 
given on August 19. 1957 (Holding Com¬ 
pany Act Release No. 13530). 

After receiving public comments the 
Commission has determined to adopt the 
amendment as circulated for comment. 
The amendment increases the number 
of persons with certain financial con¬ 
nections who may serve as directors of 
registered holding companies and sub¬ 
sidiaries thereof which are public utility 
companies. The Rule as amended 
exempts from the less than “one-half” 
limitation contained in paragraph (b) 
(1) a person whose only financial con¬ 
nection is that of a director, but not as 
an officer or employee, of one or more 
commercial banks each having combined 
capital and surplus not in excess of 
$2,500,000 and who proposes to act as a 
director, but not as an officer or em¬ 
ployee. of a registered holding company 
or subsidiary which is a public utility 
company. However, in no event shall 
the number of directors with financial 
connections proscribed by section 17 (c) 
exceed two-thirds of the total. 

Accordingly the Commission, acting 
pursuant to authority conferred upon 
it by the PubUc UtUity Holding Company 
Act of 1935, particularly sections 17 (c) 
and 20 (a) thereof, and deeming such 
action as not adversely affecting the pub¬ 
lic interest or the interest of investors 
or consumers, hereby amends Rule U-70 
of the general rules and regulations 
under the Public Utility Holding Com¬ 
pany Act of 1935. so that paragraph (b) 
(1) reads as follows: 

§ 250,70 Exemptions from section 
17 (c) of the act, • • • 

(b) Limitations on exemptions. The 
foregoing exemptions are subject to the 
following conditions and restrictions: 

(1) Number of exempted directors. 
No registered holding company or sub¬ 
sidiary shall have as many as one-half 
of its directors with financial connec¬ 
tions within the scope of section 17 (c) 
except that this limitation shall not 
not apply to a person: 

(i) Who is exempted pursuant to the 
provisions of paragraph (a) (6) of this 
section: or 

(ii) Whose only financial connection 
is as a director, but not as an officer or 
employee, of one or more commercial 
banking institutions each having com¬ 
bined capital and surplus not in excess 
of $2,500,000: Provided, That the person 
whose exemption is claimed serves the 
registered holding company or subsid¬ 
iary only as a director and not as an 
officer or employee, and that the regis¬ 
tered holding company or subsidiary 
concerned is a public-utility company: 
And provided further. That in no event 
shall the number of directors with finan¬ 
cial connections proscribed by section 
17 (c) exceed two-thirds of the total 

It appearing that the amendment re¬ 
lieves a restriction imposed upon regis¬ 
tered holding companies and subsidiaries 
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thereof, the amendment Is effective 
forthwith. 

(See. 20. 49 Stat. 833; 15 U. S. C. 79t) 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Nellye a. Thorsen, 

Assistant Secretary. 

November 4, 1957. 

IF. R. Doc. 67-9447; Filed. Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.] 

TITLE 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 

Chapter I—Veterans Administration 

Part 4—Dependents and Beneficiaries 
Claims 

miscellaneous amendments 
1. In § 4.77. paragraph (g) is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 4.77 Death pension or compensa- 
tion payable solely by virtue of certain 
amendatory laws. • • * 

<g) Correction of military records — 
(1) Boards of review. When death 
pension or compensation is payable solely 
as a result of the findings of a board of 
review established under section 301. 
Public Law 346, 78th Congress, death 
pension or compensation based on an 
original or reopened claim shall be pay¬ 
able from the date authorized by the law 
under which pension or compensation is 
payable (i. e.. the day foUowing the vet¬ 
eran’s death if claim was filed within 
one year after the date of the veteran’s 
death, otherwise the date of filing claim) 
but not prior to the date of the finding 
of the board of review or, if the finding 
was approved by the Secretary of the 
service department concerned, the date 
of such approval. 

(2) Boards for correction of records. 
When death pension or compensation is 
payable solely as a result of the findings 
of a board for connection of military (or 
naval) records established under section 
207. Pub Law 601, 79th Congress, as 
amended by Public Law 220, 82d Con¬ 
gress, or section 1552, Title 10, U. S. 
Code: 

(i) In original claims, if the claim was 
filed within 1 year after the veteran’s 
death, pension or compensation shall be 
payable from the day after the veteran’s 
death or the date the application for 
correction of the record was filed with 
the service department, whichever is the 
later. If a claim was filed more than 1 
year after the veteran’s death, pension 
or compensation shall be payable from 
the date of receipt of the claim or the 
date the application for correction of the 
record was filed with the service depart¬ 
ment. whichever is the later. 

(ii) Effective August 2. 1946, in re¬ 
opened claims, if a disallowed claim was 
reopened within one year from August 
1.1956, pension or compensation shall be 
payable from the date the application for 
correction of the record was filed with 
the service department, but not prior to 
the date authorized under subdivision (i) 
of this subparagraph; otherwise bene¬ 
fits shall be payable from the date the 
application for correction of the record 
was filed with the service department or 


the date of reopening of the Veterans 
Administration claim, whichever is the 
later, but in no event prior to August 1. 
1956 (sec. 501 (u). Public Law 881, 84th 
Cong., and sec. 904, Public Law 85-56, 
effective January 1, 1958). 

(3) Administrative determinations. 
The date of commencement of original 
awards of death pension or compensation 
payable solely as a result of an admin¬ 
istrative determination made by the serv¬ 
ice departments, other than through 
boards of review or corrections, based on 
new evidence or change in policy and 
views, or both, involving character of dis¬ 
charge, active duty status, line of duty 
or willful misconduct, will be the date 
authorized by the law under which pen¬ 
sion or compensation is payable but not 
prior to the date of the corrected report 
or date of recertification. 

(Sec. 2, 56 stat. 1038. as amended, secs. 14, 
16, 57 Stat. 558, as amended, 559, as amended, 
sec. 301. 68 Stat. 286. as amended, sec. 4. 63 
Stat. 202. 63 Stat. 484, par. I, Part I. and par. 
V, Part n, Vet. Reg. 1 (a), as amended, par. 

I. Part I. Vet. Reg. 2 (a), as amended, par. 
Vrn, Vet. Reg, 10. as amended. 68 Stat. 377, 
789, 70A Stat. 116; 10 U. S. C. 456-1, 1652, 
32 U. S. C. 160b. 33 U. S. C. 855a. 34 U. 8. C. 
866C-3. 38 U. S. C. 693b. 729b, 731, 731 note. 
744. 747, Ch. 12A) 

2. In § 4.84, a new paragraph (d) is 
added to read as follows: 

5 4.84 General Law and service 
acts. • ♦ ♦ 

(d) Failure to establish continuance 
of unremarried or unmarried status; 
widow or child. Where a widow has 
failed to establish that she continues to 
be unremarried or a child whose entitle¬ 
ment othei'wise terminates on marriage 
has failed to establish that he continues 
to be unmarried, the provisions of § 4.86 
(b) (2) and (c) (1) and (2) shall apply. 

3. In § 4 86, subparagraph (1) of para¬ 
graph (c) is amended to read as follows: 

§ 4.86 Public Law 2, 73d Congress (act 
of March 20,1933), as amended; sections 
28 and 31, Title III, Public Law 141, 73d 
Congress (act of March 28, 1934), as 
amended; Public Law 484, 73d Congress 
(act of June 28,1934), as amended; and 
Public Law 301, 79th Congress (act of 
February 18, 1946). • • ♦ 

(c) Child reaching eighteen, marry¬ 
ing, dying, or entering military or naval 
service. (1) Discontinuance of pension 
or compensation because of a child’s 
reaching the age of 18 years, or being 
manied, or dying shall be effective the 
date next preceding the 18th birthday 
or next preceding the date of marriage, 
or will be effective upon tl.e date cf 
death: Provided. That where an award 
to a widow is subject to reduction be¬ 
cause of one of these contingencies, her 
award will be payable at the reduced 
rate effective the date of the child’s 18th 
birthday, the date of marriage, or the 
day following the date of the child’s 
death (par. IH (e). Part I. Veterans 
Regulation 2 (a) (38 U. S. C. ch. 12A) ): 
Provided further. That where a child 
fails to establish that he continues to be 
unmarried, the provisions of paragraph 
(b) (2) of this section shall be applicable. 

4. In § 4.462, paragraph (b) is amei.d- 
ed to read as follows: 
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§ 4.462 Widows. • • • 

(b) Additional allowance under § 4.447 
(c). Reduction or discontinuance of the 
additional allowance under § 4.447 (c) 
shall be effective the day preceding the 
marriage (where a child fails to estab¬ 
lish that he continues to be unmarried 
the provisions of paragraph (a) (2) of 
this section shall apply), 18th birthday 
or commencing date of death compensa¬ 
tion or dependency and indemnity com¬ 
pensation for the child based on the 
service of another parent in the same 
parental line (see §4.459), whichever is 
the earlier, or on the date of death, of 
any child included in the widow’s award. 

5. In § 4.463, paragraph (a) is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 4.463 Children, • • • 

(a) Marriage, The day preceding the 
date of marriage. Where a child faUs to 
establish that he continues to be un¬ 
married the provisions of § 4.462 (a) (2) 
shall apply. 

(Sec. 5, 43 Stat. 608, as amended, sec. 2, 46 
Stat. 1016, sec. 7. 48 Stat. 9; 38 U. 8. C. Ha. 
426, 707) 

This regulation is effective November 
15. 1957. 

rsEALl H. V. Higley, 

Administrator of Veterans Affairs. 

[P. R. Doc. 67-9462; Piled. Nov. 14, 1967. 

8;49 a. m.] 


TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

Appendix—Public Land Orders 
(Public Land Order 1649J 
Alaska 

WITHDRAWING PUBLIC LANDS FOR 
RECREATIONAL PURPOSES 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952. it is 
ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public lands in 
Alaska are hereby withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining but not 
the mineral-leasing laws nor the act of 
July 31. 1947 (61 Stat. 681; 69 Stat. 367; 
30 U. S. C. 601-604) as amended, and re¬ 
served for administration or disposal in 
accordance with the act of May 4, 1956 
(70 Stat. 130): 

[Anchorage 031644] 

Kenai Peninsula 

SEWARD meridian 
T. 6 N., R. 11 W., 

Sec. 31. Lots 11. 12. 85. 61, 73. 74, 91, 92. 
118. 114, and 132; Lots 143-164 Inc.; Lots 
175-189 Inc. 

The tracts described contain 54.36 acres. 
T.5N..R.11 W., 

Sec. 4. Lot 6 (excepting 8.42 acres Included 
In a reserve created for the Department 
of the Army as a dock site by Public 
Land Order No. 1036 dated December 18. 
1954); 

Sec. 15. Lots 6 and 8; 

Sec. 24, Lot 1. 

The tracts described contain 89.69 acres. 


T. 5 N., R. 9 W., 

Sec. 22. Lot 3. 

The tract described contains 27,50 acres. 
T. 4 N.. R. 12 W., 

Sec. 24. Lot 13. 

The tract described contains 3.41 acres. 
T. 2 N.. R. 12 W., 

Sec. 29. Lot 1. 

The tract described contains 86.06 acres. 
T. 1 S,. R. 14 W., 

Sec. 34, Lots 18. 14, 15. and 16; NW%NW*4 
NEt48Wy4. • 

The tracts described contain 11.37 acres. 
T. 2 8.. R. 14 W., 

Sec. 4, Lot 5. 

The tract described contains 44.38 acres. 
Big Lake Area 

SEWARD MERIDIAN 

T. 17 N.. R. 4 W., 

Sec. 27, Lot 25: 

Sec. 35. Lots 16 and 33; 

Sec. 26, Lot 11. 

The tracts described contain 6.71 acres. 
Southeastern Alaska 

PENNOCK ISLAND 

U. S. Survey No. 3316, Lot 7. 

The tract described contains 1.65 acres. 

XJ. S. Survey No. 2990. Lot 17A. 

The tract described contains 1.34 acres. 
Total of 10 sites aggregating 276.47 acres. 

(Anchorage 031933] 

Second Beaver Lake 

SEWARD meridian 

T. 17 N.. R. 3 W., 

Sec. 8. Lot 12. * 

The tract described contains 4.58 acres. 

Roger Ernst, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
November 7, 1957. 

|P. R. Doc. 67-9436: Piled, Nov. 14. 1957; 
8:46 a. m.] 


(Public Land Order 1550) 
(Fairbanks 012658] 

Withdrawing Public Lands for Recrea¬ 
tional Purposes; Partially Revoking 
Public Land Order No. 808 of Febru¬ 
ary 27,1952 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public lands in 
Alaska are hereby withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining but not 
the ihineral-leasing laws, and reserved 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary 
of the Interior for administration, con¬ 
veyance or other disposition in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the act of 
May 4. 1956 (70 Stat. 130), as amended 
by the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 
510): 

(a) (Fairbanks 012568] 
slime creek area 

An area sxuroundlng a portion of Slime 
Creek at approximately mile 9 of the McKin¬ 
ley Park-CantweU Road as measured from 
the intersection of the McKinley Park-Sum¬ 
mit-Den aU Highway roads described as 
follows: 

Beginning at a point on the centerline 
of the McKinley Park-Cantwell Road, ap¬ 
proximately 1 chain northerly of Slime CTreek, 
latitude 69®80'36*' N., longitude 148®48'44'* 


W., as shown on U. 8. G. S. topographic 
quadrangle Healy (C-4) Alaska, 1952, thence 
Southerly. 15 chains along centerline of 
said road; 

East. 8 chains; 

Northerly. 16 chains parallel to the center- 
line of said road; 

West. 8 chains to point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 12 acres. 

TWO-TOM OR TWIN LAKES 

An area situated between the Two-Tom 
or Twin Lakes which are located at about 
mUe 7.5 of the Denali Highway as measured 
from the Intersection of the McKinley Park- 
Summlt-Denall Highway roads and described 
as follows: 

Beginning at the point of intersection of 
longitude 148*40' W.. with the north shore 
of the southernmost of two lakes, at approxi¬ 
mate latitude 63*23'45" N.. as shown on 
U. 8. G. 8. topographic quadrangle Healy 
(B-4) Alaska, 1951. thence 
Westerly, 15 chains along shoreline of the 
lake; 

North. 15 chains to the south shore of the 
northernmost of the two lakes; 

Easterly, 16 chains approximately along 
the south shore of the lake to a point due 
north of the point of beginning; 

8outh, 10 chains to point of beginning. 
The tract described contains 18.7 acres. 

UNNAMED CREEK AT MILE 14.7B 

An area surrounding the crossing of an 
unnamed creek by the Denali Highway at 
approximately mile 14.75 as measured from 
the Intersection of the McKinley Park-Sum- 
mlt-DenaU Highway roads described as 
follows: 

Beginning at a point in the center of the 
Denali Highway where It crosses an unnamed 
creek at approximate laUtude 63 *23'02" N., 
longitude 148*26'66" W., as shown on 
U. S. G. S. topographic quadrangle Healy 
(B-3) Alaska. 1962, thence 
8outherly, 6 chains along the west bank 
of the creek; 

Westerly. 6 chains parallel with the center- 
line of the Denali Highway; 

Northerly, 6 chains to centerline of high¬ 
way: 

North, 5 chains; 

Easterly, 5 chains parallel with the center¬ 
line of the Denali Highway; 

South, 6 chains to point of beginning. 
The tract described contains 6.0 acres. 

LILLY CREEK AREA 

An area bordering Lilly Creek and a small 
tributary thereof where they are crossed by 
the Denali Highway at approximate mile 23 
as measured from the Intersection of the 
McKinley Park-Summlt-Denall Highway 
roads described as follows: 

Beginning at the point for Intersection of 
the centerline of the DenaU Highway and the 
southern bank of Lilly Creek, approximate 
latitude e3*20'07" N., longitude 148*16'! 1" 
W.. as shown on U. S. G. 8. topographic quad¬ 
rangle Healy (B-3) Alaska, 1952. thence 
Northwesterly, 10 chains along centerline 
of Denali Highway to Its intersection with 
the south bank of a tributary to Lilly Creek; 

Northeasterly, downstream along the south 
bank of this tributary to its confluence with 
Lilly Creek; 

Southeasterly, upstream along the south¬ 
ern bank of Lilly Creek to the point of 
beginning. 

The tract described contains 2.5 acres, 

SEATTLE CREEK AREA 

An area abutUng the Denali Highway at 
Seattle Creek at approximate mile 24 as 
measured from the intersection of the Mc¬ 
Kinley Park-Summit-Denall Highway roads 
described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the centerline 
of the Denali Hl^way where It crosses 
Seattle Creek, approximate latitude 63 *19'31" 
N., longitude 148H4'48" W„ as shown on 
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U. 8. G. S. topographic quadrangle Healy 
(B-3) Alaska, 1952. thence 
Northwesterly, 5 chains along the center¬ 
line of the Denali Highway; 

N. 60* E.. 5 chains: 

Southeasterly, 24 chains parallel to the 
centerline of Denali Highway; 

S. 60* W., 5 chains to a point on the 
centerline of the Denali Highway; 

Northwesterly. 19 chains along said center- 
line to point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 12 acres. 

SnUSHKANA CREEK 

An area situated on the west side of Brush- 
kana Creek and north side of the Denali 
Highway at the highway crossing which is 
located approximately mile 30.5 as measured 
from the Intersection of the McKinley Park- 
Summlt-Denall Highway roads described as 
follows: 

Beginning at the point of Intersection of 
the centerline of Denali Highway and the 
west bank of Brushkana Creek, approximate 
latitude 63*17'22'' N., longitude 148*03'45" 
W., as shown on U. 8. G. 8. top)Ographlc 
quadrangle Healy (B-3) Alaska, 1952, thence 
Northwesterly, 10 chains along the center- 
line of the Denali Highway; 

N. 18*30' E.. 41 chains to a point on the 
west bank of Brushkana Creek; 

Southwesterly. 65 chains upstream along 
said west bank to the point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 65 acres. 

CANYON CREEK AREA 

An area adjoining the south side of the 
Denali Highway at Ite crossing of Canyon 
Creek approximately at mile 40.5 as measured 
from the Intersection of the McKinley Park- 
Summlt-Denall Highway roads described as 
follows: 

Beginning at the Intersection of the cen¬ 
terline of the Denali Highway and Canyon 
Creek, approximate latitude 63*14'46" N., 
longitude 147*48'04" W.. as shown on U. 8. 
G. 8. topographic quadrangle Healy (A-2) 
Alaska. 1952, thence 

Southerly. 10 chains along centerline of 
Denali Highway; 

West. 5 chains to a point on the west bank 
of Canyon Creek; 

Northerly, 10 chains parallel to the center- 
line of the highway; 

East. 5 chains to point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 5 acres. 

CONSTANCE CREEK AREA 

An area adjoining the south side of the 
Denali Highway at its crossing of a stream 
locally known as Constance Creek at ap¬ 
proximate mile 107 as measured from the 
Intersection of the McKinley Park-Summlt- 
Denall Highway roads and about 3.5 miles 
west of the Tangle Lakes Bridge described 
as follows: 

Beginning at the Intersection of the cen¬ 
terline of the Denali Highway and the west 
bank of Constance Creek, approximate lati¬ 
tude 63*04'15" N., longitude 146*06T2" W., 
as shown on U. S. G. 8. topographic quad¬ 
rangle Healy (A-5) Alaska, 1952, thence 
Southerly. 12 chains along the west bank 
of Constance Creek; 

N. 45* W.. 20 chains (approximately parallel 
to highway); 

N. 45® E.. 8 chains to a point on the center- 
line of highway; 

S. 45® E.. 11 chains along centerline of 
highway to point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 12.4 acres. 

The public lands withdrawn by this 
order aggregate a total of approximately 
132.60 acres. 

Roger Ernst, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
November 7, 1957. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-9487: Piled. Nov. 14. 1957; 
8:46 a. m.J 


[Public Land Order 15511 
[Fairbanks 013034) 

Alaska 

WITHDRAWING PUBLIC LANDS FOR 
RECREATIONAL PURPOSES 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952, it is 
ordered as follows; 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public lands in 
Alaska, are hereby withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining but not 
the mineral-leasing laws, and reserved 
for administration, conveyance or other 
disposition in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of the act of May 4,1956 (70 Stat. 
130) as amended by the act of August 
30.1957 (71 Stat. 510): 

Fairbanks Meridian 

CHENA RIVER AREA 

T 1 8 R 2 E 

Sec^D. iote 30, 31.32. 35,36. 37, and 38. 

The tracts described contain 20.94 acres. 

8ALCHA RIVER AREA 

T. 5 8.. R. 4 E.. 

Sec. 22, lots 15. 16. 27. and 28. 

The tracts described contain 40.65 acres. 

PORCUPINE CREEK 

A parcel of land enclosing the crossing of 
Porcupine Creek by the Taylor Highway at 
approximately Mile 6.25 as measured from the 
junction of the Alaska and Taylor Highways, 
approximate latitude 63*22'50" N.. longitude 
142034' W., described as follows; 

Beginning at a point on the centcrUne of 
the Tay or Highway from which the center 
of the bridge crossing Porcupine Creek bears 
northerly 5.1 chains following centerline of 
highway, thence 
« West. 2.5 chains; 

North. 10.0 chains; 

East. 8.0 chains; 

South. 10.0 chains: 

West. 5.5 chains to point of beginning. 

The tract described contains approximately 
8.0 acres. 

WEST PORK DENNISON RIVER 

A parcel of land situated on the north bank 
of the West Fork of the Dennison River and 
on the east side of the Taylor Highway at 
approximate MUe 49 as measured from the 
junction of the Alaska and Taylor Highways, 
approximate latitude 63®54'10" N.. longitude 
142®08'30" W., described as follows: 

Beginning at point for intersection, of the 
centerline of the Taylor Highway and the 
north bank of the West Pork of the Dennison 
Klver. thence 

Northerly, 5.0 chains following centerline 
of highway; 

East, 9.3 chains; 

South, 5.0 chains to the north hank of the 
West Fork of the Dennison River; 

Westerly. 10.0 chains along said north bank 
to the point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 4.94 acres. 

MOSQUITO FORK OF THE FORTY MILE RIVER 

A parcel of land situated on the west bank 
Of the Mosquito Fork of the Forty Mile 
River and on the south side of the Taylor 
Highway at approximate Mile 64.25 as meas¬ 
ured from the junction of the Alaska and 
Taylor Highways, latitude 64*04'10" N.. 

longitude 14l®56'30" W., described as follows; 

Beginning at a point on the centerline of 
Taylor Highway at Its Intersection with the 
west bank of Mosquito Fork of the Forty Mile 
River, thence 


West. 5 chains along centerline of high¬ 
way; 

South. 10 chains; 

East. 5 chains to a point on the west bank 
of Mosquito Fork; 

Northerly, along said west bank to point of 
beginning. 

The tract described contains approximately 
5 acres. 

O'BRIEN CREEK 

A parcel of land on the north side of 
O'Brien Creek and the east side of Eagle 
Highway, approximately 26 miles northerly 
as measured on the Eagle Highway from Its 
junction with Taylor Highway, latitude 
64*23' N., longitude 141*24' W., described as 
follows: 

Beginning at the Intersection of the center¬ 
line of the Eagle Highway and the centerline 
of an access road, said access road being 
the only side road constructed off the steep 
shoulder of Eagle Highway In this general 
area, thence 

Northerly, 2.5 chains along centerline of 
Eagle Highway; 

East. 10.9 chains; 

Southerly, 10.0 chains to a point on the 
north bank of O’Brien Creek; 

Westerly, 8.0 chains along said north bank 
to a point on the beginning of an abrupt 
southerly course in O’Brien Creek; 

West. 2.0 chains to a point on the center- 
line of Eagle Highway; 

North, 7.5 chains along said centerline to 
Intersection of access road referred to above, 
being the point of beginning. 

'The tract described contains 10.12 acres. 

KINO SOLOMAN CREEK 

A parcel of land situated on the south 
side of the Eagle Highway at Mile 42 as 
measured from the junction of the Eagle 
and Taylor Highways at the crossing of a 
tributary of King Soloman Creek at latitude 
64*32' N.. longitude 141*16' W., described as 
follows; 

Beginning at a point on the bridge cross¬ 
ing of a tributary of King 8oloman Creek 
by the Eagle Highway, being the center point 
of the highway and the creek, thence 
West. 745 chains along the centerline of 
the highway; 

South. 10.0 chains; 

East. 10.0 chains; 

North, 9.2 chains to the centerline of the 
highway; 

Northwesterly, 2.6 chains along the center- 
line to the point of beginning. 

The tract described contains 9.9 acres. 

The public lands withdrawn by this 
order aggregate a total of approximately 
99.5^ acres. 

Roger Ernst, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
November 7. 1957, 

|P. R. Doc. 67-9438; Filed, Nov. 14, 1357: 
8:46 a. m.) 


(Public Land Order 15521 
(Anchorage 026583) 

Alaska 

WITHDRAWING PUBUC LANDS FOR RECREA¬ 
TIONAL purposes; PARTIALLY REVOKING 
PUBLIC LAND ORDER NO. 487 OF JUNE 16, 
1948 

By Virtue of the authority vested in 
the President, and pursuant-to Execu¬ 
tive Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952. it 
is ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the fol¬ 
lowing-described public lands in Alaska, 
which have been classified as chiefly val- 
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uable for recreational purposes, are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining but not the min¬ 
eral-leasing laws, and reserved under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior for administration, conveyance or 
other disposition in accordance with the 
provisions of the act of May 4, 1956 (70 
Stat. 130) as amended by the act of Au¬ 
gust 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 510), the unsur¬ 
veyed subdivisions being exclusive of me¬ 
andered water areas (when surveyed): 

SUCKEB LAKE 
T 7 N., R. 11 W.. S. M.. 

Sec. 17. S»4NW%NW%. SW 14 NEV 4 NWH, 
W^SE»4NWVi, and SW»4NWVi (unsxir- 
veyed). 

The area described contained 70 acres. 
unnamed lakes 


T.7N.,R.ll W.. S. M., 

Sec. 5. WHSW*45W*4, and SE^SW1^SW14 
(unsurveyed); 

Sec. 8 . N*^NW»^NW^. NW%NE»4NW*4 
(unsurveyed). 

The areas described aggregate 40 acres. 

X7NNAMED LAKES 

T. 7 N.. R. 11 W.. S. M.. 

Sec. 2, Nl^NWy 4 NW»^ (unsurveyed); 

Sec. 3. N>4NE%NE^ (unsurveyed); 

T. 8 N.. R. 11 W., S. M.. 

Sec. 34. S%SE%, S>/iNE% 8 E^ (unsur- 
veyed. 

The areas described aggregate 60 acre*. 

TWIN LAKES 

T. 8 N.. R. 11 W., S. M.. 

Sec. 36, NW 1 / 4 SW 14 ; SViSW>/ 4 NW» 4 . 

854SE%NW%, and W* 4 NE» 4 SW >4 (un¬ 
surveyed). 

The areas described aggregate 85 acres. 

DANIELS LAKE 

T. 8 N., R. 11 W., S. M., 

Sec. 22 . lots 2 and 3 ; 

Sec. 27. NWV(iNKi/ 4 NW> 4 . NE^NW^NW^i 
(unsurveyed). 

The areas described aggregate 79.77 acres. 

UNNAMED LAKES 

T. 8 N.,R .11 w.. S. M.. 

Sec. 22. Ei4NE^NEi4; 

Sec. 23, lots 2. 3 , and 4. 

The areas described aggregate 66.40 acres. 

PORCUPINB LAKE 

I 3 N.. R. 12 W.. a M.. 

Sec. 9, lots 2 and 5 . 

The areas described aggregate 93.05 acres. 


OSCAR LAKE 

"T- 16 N., R. 4 W.. a M.. 

NE'^NE^^NW1^. NW}4NWl4NEi4, 
(unsurveyed). 

The areas described aggregate 35 acres. 


Northeasterly. 39 chains along shore Une to 
point of beginning. 

The tract described contains approximately 
80 acres. 

SOURDOUGH CREEK 

Beginning at a point for the east corner of 
a T. & M. site filed by WUllam J. Krause, to 
be Identified as XJ. 8. Survey No. 3170, thence 

Southerly. 19 chains along the west bound¬ 
ary of the Richardson Highway right-of-way; 

West. 5 chains to left limit of Sourdough 
Creek: 60 chains downstream along said left 
limit to a point on the left limit of Gulkana 
River; 35 chains upstream along said left 
limit; 

East. 25 chains to the west corner of 
T. & M. site of W. J. Krause; 

Southeasterly, 10 chains along southwest 
boundary of said T. & M. site to the south 
corner thereof; 

Northeasterly, 5 chains to point of 
beginning. 

The tract described contains approximately 
110 acres. 

Public Land Order No. 487 of June 16, 
1948, which withdrew lands for classifica¬ 
tion, is hereby revoked so far as it affects 
lots 2 and 5, sec. 9, T. 2 N., R. 12 W. 

Roger Ernst. 

Assisfcnf Secretary of the Interior. 

November* 7.1957. 

fP. R. Doc. 57-0439; Filed, Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.) 

TITLE 50—WILDLIFE 

Chapter I—Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior 
Part 31 —Pacific Region 

Subpart—Colusa National Wildlife 
Refuge, California 

hunting 

Basis and purpose. A sudden out¬ 
break of botulism poisoning occurring on 
parts of the Colusa National Wildlife 
Refuge, California, is causing serious 
losses of waterfowl. In order to minmize 
the losses, it has been determined that 
the taking of migratory waterfowl and 
coots by public hunting on the affected 
parts of the refuge would be helpful in 
alleviating the situation. Pursuant to 
the authority conferred upon me by 50 
CFR 21.31 and by Commissioner’s Order 
4 (22 P. R. 8126), and in accordance with 
subsection (a) of section 4 of the Migra¬ 
tory Bird Hunting Stamp Act as amended 


August 12, 1949 (63 Stat 600; 16 U. S. C. 
718d (a)), I have determined that a part 
of the Colusa National Wildlife Refuge, 
California, may be administered pri¬ 
marily as a wildlife management area, 
not subject to the prohibitions against 
the taking of migratory game birds, and 
that the hunting of migratory waterfowl 
and coots within the area hereinafter de¬ 
scribed would be compatible with sound 
wildlife management. Accordingly, 
$ 31.60, reading as follows, Is added: 

§ 31.60 Hunting of waterfowl per¬ 
mitted. Migratory waterfowl and coots 
may be taken by hunting in accordance 
with the provisions of Part 6 of this chap¬ 
ter on an lands within section 14 except 
the wy2SWV4NWy4 and WViW%SWy 4 
thereof. T. 15 N., R. 2 W., M. D. M.. so 
long as the hazard and incidence of 
botulism continues, subject to the fol¬ 
lowing conditions and restrictions: 

(a) Strict compliance with all appli¬ 
cable State and Federal laws and regula¬ 
tions is required. 

(b) Entry on and use of the refuge 
shall be in accordance with Parts 18 and 
21 of this title. 

(c) Hunting dogs, not to exceed two 
per hunter, may be used for the purpose 
of hunting and retrieving, but such dogs 
shall not be permitted to run at large 
on the refuge. 

(d) Upon the cessation of the hazard 
and incidence of botulism on the lands 
of the "refuge, the authorization con¬ 
tained in this section will be terminated 
by the publication of an appropriate doc¬ 
ument in the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 10, 45 Stat. 1224; 16 U. 8. C. 715i) 

Since the foregoing amendment In¬ 
volves public property, it is exempt from 
the procedural requirements of section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act, and 
it shall become effective immediately. 

(Sec. 10 , 45 Stat. 1224, aa amended; 16 
U. S. C. 7151) 

Issued at Washington, D. C., ahd dated 
November 8. 1957. 

D. H. Janzen, 

Director, 

Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlfe. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-9434; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 


WILLOW CREEK 
T-19 N., R. 4 w., 8 . M.. 

Sec. 1 , lot 8 (east 19.95 acres); 

/r ^ (south 20.00 acres), lot 2 

^utheast 10.00 acres). EViSW^NE^, 
^^^SW!4NEJ4, N'^NWViSEy,. SE!4SE)4 

The areaa described aggregate 110 acres. 

LAKE LEILA 

• ^Sinning at a point at the ouUet or Lake 
lA .* approximate latitude 61*53'12" N- 
lo^ltude 147n9'09- W.. thence 
West. 38 chains to the east boundary of the 
Highway right-of-way; 

chains along boundary line 

« nght-of-way; 

Leu^^‘ ebaiJ^ to the west shore of Lake 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 

[ 26 CFR Part 182 1 

Industrial Alcohol 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act, approved 
June 11, 1946, that the regulations set 
forth in tentative form below are pro¬ 
posed to be prescribed by the Commis¬ 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the 


approval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
or his delegate. Prior to the final adop¬ 
tion of such regulations, consideration 
will be given to any data, views, or argu¬ 
ments pertaining thereto which ai’e sub¬ 
mitted in writing, in duplicate, to the 
Director. Alcohol and Tobacco Tax Di¬ 
vision, Internal Revenue SeiTice, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D. C.. within the period of 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice hi the Federal Register. The 
proposed regulations are to be issued 
under the authority contained in section 
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7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 U. S. C. 7805). 

[seal] O. Gordon Delk, 

Acting Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, 

In order to provide instructions rela¬ 
tive to the receipt, storage, and reporting 
of alcohol obtained from the General 
Services Administration by holder s of 
permits to use tax-free ^cohol,* 26 CFR 
Part 182 is amended by inserting a new 
undesignated centerheading and a new 
section, reading as follows, immediately 
after! 182.671: 

ALCOHOL RECEIVED FROM GENERAL 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

§ 182.671a Receipt, storage, and rec¬ 
ords. Any eleemosynary institution 
holding a basic permit, Form 1447. to use 
alcohol free of tax and receiving alcohol 
from the General Services Administra¬ 
tion under the provisions of section 5688 
(a) (2) (B) of the Internal Revenue 
Code shall include any quantity of alco¬ 
hol so received in computing the quantity 
of alcohol that may be procured under 
its withdrawal permit, Form 1450, during 
the calendar month. Such alcohol must 
be stored in the locked storeroom or com¬ 
partment required to be provided in ac¬ 
cordance with § 182.61, and its receipt 
and use must be shown on the monthly 
report, Form 1451, covering alcohol re¬ 
ceived from an industrial alcohol plant 
or bonded warehouse under permit. 

[P. R. Doc. 67-9451; Piled. Nov. 14. 1957; 

8:49 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

[ 7 CFR Parts 27, 28, 61 1 

Cotton and Cottonseed Standards and 
Regulations 

PROPOSED MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with section 4 of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U. S. C. 1003), that the 
Agricultural Marketing Service is con¬ 
sidering miscellaneous amendments to 
the cotton and cottonseed standards and 
regulations (7 CFR Parts 27, 28, and 
61), pursuant to authority contained in 
the United States Cotton Standards Act, 
as amended (42 Stat. 1517; 7 U. S. C. 51 
et seq.), the cotton futures provisions of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (68A 
Stat. 580; 26 U. S. C. 4851 et seq.), the 
Cotton Statistics and Estimates Act, as 
amended (44 Stat. 1372; 7 U. S. C. 471 
et seq.). and the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946, as amended (60 Stat. 1087; 
7U.S. C. 1621 et seq.) 

The primary purposes of the proposed 
amendments are to (1) provide a sim¬ 
plified procedure for use in suspension 
of the licenses of cottonseed chemists and 
cottonseed samplers, (2) clarify infor¬ 
mation to be shown on cottonseed grade 
certificates issued by licensed chemists, 
(3) clarify the procedure for payment of 
fees to the Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice by licensed cottonseed chemists for 
the Issuance of cottonseed grade certif¬ 
icates, (4) delete obsolete provisions in 


the regulations, and (5) provide other 
editorial, clarifying, and supplementary 
changes of a non-substantive nature 
preparatory to republishing in the Fed¬ 
eral Register all standards and regula¬ 
tions in 7 CFR Parts 27, 28, and 61. 

Except for the renumbering of some 
sections of the regulations and stand¬ 
ards, the proposed amendments do not 
involve any changes in the cotton class¬ 
ing services offered by the Agricultural 
Marketing Services or in the official cot¬ 
ton or cottonseed standards. 

The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. Delete §§ 27.6,27.103, and 27.107. 

2. Transfer the Official Cotton Stand¬ 
ards of the United States for the Grade 
of American Upland Cotton (§§ 27.150- 
27.176). the Official Cotton Standards of 
the United States for Length of Staple 
(§§ 27.201-27.205), and the Official Cot¬ 
ton Standards of the United States for 
the Grade of American Egyptian Cotton 
(§§ 27.251-27.260) from Subpart B of 
Part 27 to Subpart C of Part 28. 

3. Delete §§ 28.97 and 28.99. 

4. Transfer the Standards for Grades 
of Cottonseed Sold or Offered for Sale 
for Crushing Purposes Within the United 
States (§1 28.401-28.404) from Subpart C 
of Part 28 to Part 61. 

5. In the last sentence of paragraph 
(a) of § 28.908, delete the words “or re¬ 
classification.” 

6. In the last sentence of paragraph 
(f) of § 28.908, delete the words “desig¬ 
nated by the Service” and substitute 
therefor the words “serving the territory 
in which the cotton is ginned.” 

7. Delete § 61.15 and substitute there¬ 
for the following: 


§ 61.15 Records of analyses; inspec¬ 
tion of records. Each licensed chemist, 
shall keep, or shall cause to be kept for 
him, for a period of at least 1 year after 
date of analysis, a record of the analysis 
of each Individual sample of cottonseed 
gmded by him. Each licensed chemist 
shall permit any authorized officer or 
agent of the Department to inspect or 
examine, on any business day during 
the usual hours of business, his books 
and records relating to analyses of cot¬ 
tonseed samples and issuance of cotton¬ 
seed grade certificates under the act and 
the regulations in this part. 


8. Delete paragraphs (d), (e). and (f) 
of § 61.17 and substitute therefor the fol¬ 
lowing paragraphs: 


10. Delete §§ 61.36 and 61.37 and sub¬ 
stitute therefor the following: 


(d) A statement certifying that the 
analysis of the cottonseed sample was 
made according to the methods approved 
by the Director of the Cotton Division 
and that the grade given is according 
to the official standards of the United 
States. 

(e) A statement of the condition of 
the lot of cottonseed as reported by the 
sampler, and in cases where the sample 
was submitted by a licensed sampler, the 
name and license number of the sampler. 

(f) The identification of each lot of 
cottonseed by the marks and notations 
by which the seed was identified at the 
time the sample was taken, and the 
origin of the cottonseed by county and 
state. 


9. Delete § 61.20 and substitute there- ■ g 
for the following; I \ 

§ 61.20 Licensed chemists; suspension I * 
of license. The Director may. without a 
hearing, suspend or revoke the license 
issued to a licensed chemist upon written 
request and a satisfactory statement of 
reasons therefor submitted by such li- 
censed chemist. Pending final action by I I 
the Secretary, the Director may. when- ■ I 
ever he deems such action necessary, 
suspend the license of any licensed 
chemist when such licensed chemist (a) 
has ceased to perform services as such 
chemist, (b) has knowingly or carelessly 
analyzed cottonseed improperly, (c) has 
violated or evaded any provision of the 
act or the regulations thereunder so far 
as the same may relate to him, (d) has 
used his license or allowed it to be used 
for any fraudulent or improper purposes, 
or (e) has in any manner become incom¬ 
petent or incapacitated to perform the 
duties of a licensed chemist. In such 
cases the Director shall give notice of the 
suspension to the licensed chemist, ac¬ 
companied by a statement of the reasons 
therefor. Within 10 days after the re¬ 
ceipt of the aforesaid notice and state¬ 
ment of reasons by such licensee, he may 
file an appeal, in writing, with the Sec¬ 
retary. supported by any argument or 
evidence that he may wish to offer as to 
why his license should not be suspended 
or revoked. After the expiration of the 
aforesaid 10-day period and considera¬ 
tion of such argument and evidence, the 
Secretary will take such action as he 
deems appropriate with respect to such 
suspension or revocation. When no 
appeal is filed within the prescribed 10 
days, the license shall be automatically 
revoked. 


§ 61.36 Cause for suspension or rev¬ 
ocation, The failure or refusal of any 
cottonseed sampler, duly licensed as such 
under the regulations in this subpart, to 
draw, prepare, identify, and to forward 
an official sample of every lot of cotton¬ 
seed made available to him for the pur¬ 
pose, in accordance with the regulations 
in this subpart, shall be cause for the 
suspension or revocation of his license. 
A sampler’s license may also be sus¬ 
pended when the sampler (a) has ceased 
to perform services as a licensed cotton¬ 
seed sampler, (b) has knowingly or care¬ 
lessly sampled cottonseed improperly, 
(c) has violated or evaded any provision 
of the act, the regulations in this sub¬ 
part. or the sampling methods prescribed 
by the Director, (d) has used his license 
or allowed it to be used for any fraudu¬ 
lent or improper purposes, or (e) has in 
any manner become incompetent or in¬ 
capacitated to perform the duties of a 
licensed sampler. 

§61.37 License may he suspended. 
The Director may, without a hearing, 
suspend or revoke the license issued to a 
licensed sampler upon written request 
and a satisfactory statement of reaso^ 
therefor submitted by such licensed 
sampler. Pending final action by the 
Secretary, the Director may, whenever 
he deems such action necessary* suspend 
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the license of any licensed sampler by 
giving notice of such suspension to the 
licensee, accompanied by a statement of 
the reasons therefor. Within 10 days 
I after the receipt of the aforesaid notice 
and statement of reasons by such li¬ 
censee, he may file an appeal, in writing, 
with the Secretary, supported by any 
aigument or evidence that he may wish 
to offer as to why his license should not 
be suspended or revoked. After the ex¬ 
piration of the aforesaid 10-day period 
and consideration of such argument and 
evidence, the Secretary will take such 
action as he deems appropriate with re¬ 
spect to such suspension or revocation. 
When no appeal Is filed within the pre¬ 
scribed 10 days, the license shall be 
automatically revoked. 

11. Delete the last sentence in § 61.45 
and substitute therefor the following: 
“Upon receipt of a statement from the 
Service each month showing the number 
of certificates issued by the licensee, such 
licensee will forward the appropriate 
remittance in the form of a check, draft, 
or money order payable to the ‘Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service, USDA*.” 

12. Miscellaneous editorial, clarifying, 
and supplementary changes of a non¬ 
substantive nature to the regulations 
contained in 7 CPR Parts 27, 28, and 61. 

Any Interested person who wishes to 
submit written data, views, or argu¬ 
ments concerning the proposed amend¬ 
ments may do so by filing them with 
the Director, Cotton Division. Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington 
25, D. C., not later than 10 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington, D. C., this 8th 
day of November 1957. 

[seal] Prank E. Blood, 

Acting Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 

If. R. Doc. 67-9465; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:52 a. m.] 


I 7 CFR Part 922 1 

Valencia Oranges Grown in Arizona and 
Designated Part .op California 

NOTICE OF proposed AMENDMENT 

Notice Is hereby given that the Depart¬ 
ment is considering the approval of pro¬ 
posed amendments, hereinafter set forth, 
w the rules and regulations (Subpart— 
Rules and Regulations; 7 CPR 922.100 
seq.) that are currently in effect pur- 
^ant to the applicable provisions of the 
oiarketing agreement and Order No. 22, 
^ amended (7 CPR Part 922), regulating 
mo handling of Valencia oranges grown 
m Arizona and designated part of Cali- 
This is a regulatory program 
enective under the Agricultural Market- 
^ Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
^ U. S. C. 601 et seq.). The amend¬ 
ments to the said rules and regulations 
A Proposed by the Valencia Orange 
^^™Pistrative Committee, established 
JJ^er the said marketing agreement and 
order as the agency to administer the 
teiras and provisions thereof. 


The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. Delete from the second sentence in 
paragraph (a) (3) of § 922.102 Nomina¬ 
tion procedure the words “one grower 
member, one alternate grower member" 
and substitute therefor the words “not 
less than two grower members, two al¬ 
ternate grower members." 

2. After § 922.102, add the following 
new section: 

§ 922.103 Changes in nomination and 
selection of grower members and alter¬ 
nate grower members of the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, (a) 
The number of grower members and 
alternate grower members to be nomi¬ 
nated and selected pursuant to § 922.22 
(c) and the second sentence of § 922.23, 
respectively, shall be one grower mem¬ 
ber and one alternate grower member. 

(b) The number of grower members 
and alternate grower members to be 
nominated and selected pursuant to 
S 922.22 (d) and the third sentence of 
5 922.23, respectively, shall be two grower 
members and two alternate grower 
members. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with said 
proposed amendments should do so by 
forwarding same to the Director, Fruit 
and Vegetable Division. Agricultural 
Marketing Service. Room 2077 South 
Building. Washington 25, D. C., not later 
than the tenth day after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Dated: Noyember 12, 1957. 

tSEALl s. R. Smith. 

Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

[P. R. Doc. 67-9466; Piled, Nov. 14, 1967; 

8:52 a. m.] 


I 7 CFR Part 958 ] 

Irish Potatoes Grown in Colorado 

notice of proposed expenses and rate 
of assessment 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture is considering the 
approval of the expenses and rate of 
assessment hereinafter set forth, which 
were recomended by the area committee 
for Area No. 3 established pursuant to 
Marketing Agreement No. 97 and Order 
No. 58 (7 CFR Part 958) regulating the 
handling of Irish potatoes grown in the 
State of Colorado, issued under the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (48 Stat. 31, as amend¬ 
ed; 7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.). 

Consideration will be given to any data, 
views, or arguments pertaining thereto, 
which are filed with the Director, Fruit 
and Vegetable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Washington 25, 
D. C., not later than 15 days following 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. Tlie proposals are as follows: 


§ 958.226 Expenses and rate of assess- 
ment. (a) The reasonable expenses 
that are likely to be inciUTed by the area 
committee for Area No. 3. established 
pursuant to this part, to enable such 
committee to perform its functions pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of this part, dur¬ 
ing the fiscal period ending May 31, 1958, 
will amount to $2,660.00. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler, pursuant to this part, 
shall be $0.0019 per hundredweight of 
potatoes handled by him as the first han¬ 
dler thereof during said fiscal period. 

(c) The terms used in this section 
shall have the same meaning as when 
used in this part. 

(Sec. 5, 49 stat. 763, as amended; 7 U. S. C. 
608c) 

Dated: November 12,1957. 

[seal] • a R. Smith. 

Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

|P. R. Doc. 67-9467; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 

. 8:53 a. m.J 


[ 7 CFR Part 978 1 

[Docket No. AD-184-A16J 

Milk in Nashville, Tennessee, 
Marketing Area 

notice of recommended decision and op¬ 
portunity TO FILE written EXCEPTIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 
TO TENTATIVE MARKETING AGREEMENT 
AND TO ORDER 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900). notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing 
Clerk of this recommended decision of 
the Deputy Administrator, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United States De¬ 
partment of Agricultine, with respect to 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement, and order regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Nash¬ 
ville. Tennessee, marketing area. Inter¬ 
ested parties may file written exceptions 
to this decision with the Hearing Clerk, 
United States Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington. D. C., not later than 
the close of business the 10th day after 
publication of this decision in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The exceptions should 
be filed in quadruplicate. 

Preliminary statement. The hearing 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order, were formulated, was con¬ 
ducted at Nashville, Tennessee, on July 
18-19. 1957. pursuant to notice thereof 
which was issued June 25. 1957 (22 F. R. 
4458). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Marketing area. 

2. Class n price. 

• 3. Classification of cottage cheese, egg 
nog and ice cream. 
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4. Classification and accounting for 
dumped milk. 

5. Classification of sour cream re¬ 
ceived from plant under another order. 

6. Location differentials. 

7. Miscellaneous and conforming 
changes^ 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Marketing area. The marketing 
area should be expanded to include the 
territoi*y within the boundaries of Ruth¬ 
erford and Cheatham counties, Tennes¬ 
see. 

Handlers regulated under the terms 
of the NashviUe order proposed that the 
marketing area, which now consists of 
the territory within Davidson County, be 
expanded to include the territory within 
the boundaries of the Tennessee counties 
of Cheatham, Rutherford, Bedford, Cof¬ 
fee. Robertson, and Montgomery; and 
the entire territory within the boundaries 
of the Port Campbell Military Reserva¬ 
tion. 

Producers delivering to presently regu¬ 
lated handlers neither supported nor 
opposed the expansion, but were propo¬ 
nents of specific amendments to the 
order should the marketing area be 
expanded. 

In Bedford County, there are four 
dealers distributing milk. Two of these 
dealers are handlers regulated under the 
Nashville order and distribute approxi¬ 
mately half of the total milk sales in the 
county. One of these regulated handlers 
also operates an unregulated plant at 
Shelbyville in Bedford County. The 
plant at Shelbyville obtains approxi¬ 
mately half of the milk needed for its 
fluid sales from the regulated affiliate 
plant at Nashville. 

The Shelbyville plant has been paying 
a blend price based on classification of 
milk in the plant and the Nashville order 
Class I price minus 6 cents. This deduc¬ 
tion is equivalent to the marketing serv¬ 
ice deduction under the order. An 
operator with plants at Tullahoma and 
Lev/isburg accounts for about 10 percent 
of the milk distribution in Bedford 
County. This dealer pays farmers base 
and excess prices. During the first half 
of 1957, such base prices were at approxi¬ 
mately the same level as the average of 
prices paid by Nashville handlers. The 
excess prices are based on prices obtained 
for milk transferred to manufacturing 
plants. This operator, from time to time, 
has purchased supplemental supplies 
from Nashville handlers. He buys milk 
from farmers in areas where some Chat¬ 
tanooga and Alabama handlers also buy 
milk. 

In Coffee County, no Nashville order 
handler has fluid distribution. The un¬ 
regulated affiliate plant at Shelbyville 
accounts for about a fourth of the busi¬ 
ness in the county. The previously men¬ 
tioned plant at Tullahoma, and another 
unregulated plant at Manchester, have 
the major share of the business. The 
plant at Manchester has paid prices in 
line with the average producer price of 
Nashville handlers. 


Fort Campbell occupies an area com¬ 
prised of parts of MontgomeiT and Stew¬ 
art Counties, Tennessee, and Christian 
and Trigg Counties, Kentucky. The fluid 
sales at Fort Campbell amount to about 
20,000 pounds per day on a contract 
basis, and there are other sales on routes 
within the reservation. The contract 
business has been held, in recent years, 
mainly by unregulated plants at Evans¬ 
ville. Indiana, Owensboro. Kentucky, and 
Bowling Green, Kentucky. A third un¬ 
regulated plant at Clarksville. Tennessee, 
has had a minor share of the contract 
business. During the summer of 1956, a 
handler under the Paducah order held a 
major contract during the period of sea¬ 
sonally lowest Class I prices under that 
order. 

Nashville handlers have not. in recent 
years, participated in the contract sales 
at Port Campbell, and have had a minor 
share of the route sales within the reser¬ 
vation. 

The plants at Evansville, Indiana, and 
at Owensboro and Bowling Green. Ken¬ 
tucky. which sell to Fort Campbell, ob¬ 
tain their milk from members of two 
cooperative associations. These associa¬ 
tions joined the unregulated dealers in 
opposing the area expansion which would 
involve the plants to which they sell. 
They maintained that if these plants 
were regulated under the terms of the 
Nashville order, they would be forced to 
abandon their present pricing and mar¬ 
keting arrangement, thus creating hard¬ 
ship and instability among members. 

One of these associations has approxi¬ 
mately 824 dairy farmers who participate 
In a market-wide pooling arrangement 
based on the utilization of several deal¬ 
ers located in and around Evansville, 
Indiana, and Owensboro. Kentucky. 
These dealers pay the association a Class 
I price, in each month of the year, which 
is $1.25 over the higher of Mid-west con- 
densery prices or a butter-powder for¬ 
mula. These dealers pay a Class II price 
consisting of the average paying price 
of local manufacturing, plants, plus 20 
cents. Classification is similar to that 
of the Nashville order, and utilization of 
the dealers is audited by an independent 
agency. During the months of April, 
May, June, and July, when the Class I 
differential under the Paducah order is 
70 cents, the price for milk going to Fort 
Campbell is reduced, to the level of the 
Paducah price. The association operates 
a receiving station at Russellville, Ken¬ 
tucky, which functions as a supplemental 
supply plant serving the plants at Evans¬ 
ville, Indiana, and Owensboro, Kentucky, 
and as the disposal point for surplus 
milk. 

Another association, which supplies 
milk to the Bowling Green dealer who 
has sales at Fort Campbell, has 89 mem¬ 
bers and sells milk to two other dealers 
in the Bowling Green area. This as¬ 
sociation also opposed the inclusion of 
Port Campbell in the marketing area. 
The price paid for milk for fluid use in 
the Bowling Green area is the same as 
the prevailing Class I price in the Nash¬ 
ville market. 

In Montgomery Coimty, outside Fort 
Campbell, about half of the sales are 


made by two Nashville handlers and the I Jl 
remainder mostly by the unregulated I J; 
plants at Evansville. Indiana. Owens- I ® 
boro, Kentucky, and Clarksville, Ten- I “ 
nessee. I ^ 

In Robertson County, sales are made I : 
by two Nashville order handlers, by the I \ 
unregulated plants at Evansville. In- I J 
diana, and Owensboro, Kentucky, and & I f 
plant at Springfield. Tennessee. I 

Sales in Fort Campbell and in Tennee- I ^ 
see counties by the dealer with plants at I ^ 
Evansville and Owensboro amount to less ■ 
than 10 percent of the total fluid sales of I | 
these plants. The primary marketing I j 
area for these plants is the area sur- I ^ 
rounding the cities in which they are I j 
located. I 

In Cheatham County, except for a | ^ 
minor fraction of the county, all Of the I , 
milk sales are made by Nashville han- I ^ 
dlers. The operator of the unregulated I ^ 
plant at Clarksville, Tennessee, accounts I 
for less than one percent of the sales in I 
this county. I 

In Rutherford Coimty. all sales are by I ; 
handlers under the Nashville order. One I 
regulated plant is located at Murfrees- I 
boro in Rutherford County. I 

Davidson County, which Is the present I 
marketing area, has a county-wide I 
health ordinance for milk. The other I 
counties apply health ordinances only I 
with respect to milk supplies for prin- I 
cipal urban centers, namely, municipal* I 
ities of Springfield. Clarksville, Mur- I 
freesboro, Shelbyville, Tullahoma, and I 
Manchester. I 

The requirements under these ordl- ■ 
nances are generally similar, and pat- I 
temed after the U. S. Public Health I 
Model Ordinance. All parts of the supply I 
for the proposed enlarged area can be I 
considered interchangeable except for, I 
in some cases, the absence of formal I 
agreements between the various agen- I 
cies. In a number of instances, recip* I 
rocal agreements do exist between the ■ 
Davidson Coimty Health Department I 
and health departments in surrounding I 
areas, and also between some of the I 
health departments in counties outside I 
Davidson County. There is little or no ■ 
ungraded milk sold for fluid consump- I 
tion in those parts of the proposed are^ I 
where health ordinances are not applied. I 
The military installation in Fort Camp-. I 
beU maintains its own inspection service ■ 
with respect to the sources from which ■ 
it obtains milk. The quality require* I 
ments of the military agency are also ■ 
patterned after the U. S. Public Health ■ 
code. It is understood that milk sup- I 
plies meeting the requirements of ■ 
various civilian health agencies within ■ 
the proposed area would generally be ac- I 
ceptable to the military Installation. I 
In the case of Rutherford and Cheat- ■ 
ham counties, the question of whetbW I 
the marketing area should be enlarged ■ 
is distinctly different from the question ■ 
of whether other proposed areas should ■ 
be added. These counties are entirely | 
served by regulated handlers except ic» ■ 
the very small fraction of the sales ^ ■ 
Cheatham County by one unregula^ | 
handler. Regulated handlers have ma^ I 
tained their sales coverage in these ■ 
counties without any Inroads from un- ■ 
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gfulated competitors. The milk sold in 
ese two counties (except for less than 
e percent) is supplied by the same 
iry farmers who supply the milk for 
B present marketing area. Thus, the 
Titory within Cheatham and Ruther- 
rd coimties may be considered part of 
e sales area of handlers regulated 
der the Nashville order. Extension of 
B marketing area to include these 
unties would assure against develop- 
?nt of market disturbances which 
ght occur because of the present op- 
rtunity for unregulated milk to be sold 
these areas. It is concluded that 
itherford and Cheatham counties 
DUld be added to the present market- 
(area. 

With respect to other areas proposed 
be added to the marketing area, there 
uld be involved plants and groups of 
Iry farmers, presently outside of reg- 
ition, in both cases with principal out- 
s outside the proposed area. Handlers 
led to establish need for extension of 
mlation to these areas, nor did they 
ablish that there exist disturbing 
irkettng conditions harmful to pres- 
tly regulated handlers or producers for 
^ Nashville market Dairy farmers 
)plylng some of the proposed areas 
tified that the area extension, would 
ect them adversely. Unregulated 
nt operators testified that such regu- 
ion of their plants would be harmful 
their interests. Producers supplying 
i present marketing area took no 
?ition with respect to area extension. 
Che "marketing area” definition 
)uld be revised’ to include Rutherford 
i Cheatham counties. Inasmuch as 
:re is a veterans* hospital and a mili- 
y base in Rutherford County, the 
Inition should also specify that Fed- 
reservations or installations within 
5 bo\mdaries are part of the marketing 
a. 

Class II pricing. The Class II price 
•uld be increased 10 cents per 
adredweight in each month. 

^ proposal was made on the record 
the producers* association to Increase 
' Class n price to a level of 35 cents 
r the quoted prices for local manu- 
taring plants in the months of Sep- 
iber through March, and 25 cents 
r such quoted prices in the months 
April through August. The proposal 
ild continue the present order pro- 
on that such prices would not ex- 
d the basic formula price used in 
iputing the Class I price. An ad- 
tment factor for the Class n price 
ed on the volume of Class n milk 
me market was also included in the 
ducer proposal. 

'he Class 11 price provisions of the 
er were revised on the basis of a 
Txng held in September 1954. On the 
Is of that hearing, the Class n price 
' established at a level of 25 cents 
r the quoted paying prices of certain 
messee milk manufacturing plants for 
months of September through Jan- 
y. and 15 cents over such quoted 
mg prices in other months, with the 
itaUon. however, that the price should 
•0 case exceed the basic formula price. 

’ basic formula price is the highest 
» alternatives: (1) Average paying 


prices of certain Midwest condenseries, 
(2) a butter-powder formula. (3) paying 
prices quoted for certain Tennessee 
manufacturing plants, and (4) a but¬ 
ter-cheese formula. The Secretary*8 
decision of March 25, 1955. in this con¬ 
nection, of which oflacial notice is here 
taken (20 P. R. 1980), found that surplus 
producer milk, when diverted or trans¬ 
ferred to manufacturing plants, com¬ 
manded a premium over the regular 
prices quoted for such plants. 

Evidence given by producers in sup¬ 
port of their proposals for raising the 
Class n price included information that 
when producer milk is diverted or trans¬ 
ferred to unregulated manufacturing 
plants, such plants pay a higher price 
than is paid to dairy farmers who regu¬ 
larly supply milk to these manufacturing 
plants. One reason given for this higher 
price is the general practice of milk 
manufacturing plants in the area to pay 
a premium of 15 cents per hundredweight 
for milk from farmers using mechanical 
coolers. A survey of 16 manufacturing 
plants, made by the producers* associa¬ 
tion, showed that some of these plants 
also pay prcxiuction incentive premiums 
in winter months. It was indicated that 
most dairy farmers supplying manu¬ 
facturing plants produce a small volume 
relative to the production of farmers 
supplying fluid markets. Because col¬ 
lection of milk in larger lots is more ef¬ 
ficient, such milk is worth more than 
milk collected in small lots. Hauling 
subsidies paid to some daiiT farmers were 
found to be a common practice of manu¬ 
facturing plants. Instances were cited 
in which manufacturing plants had of¬ 
fered to, or did. pay more than the order 
Class n pilce for Nashville producer 
milk. 

Some handler witnesses contended 
that the present Class II price formula is 
as high as may be obtained from trans¬ 
fers of milk to manufacturing plants. 
One handler testified, however, that he 
had received a price 15 cents over the 
order Class II price on milk transferred 
to a manufacturing plant. 

The volume of milk produced for the 
Nashville market shows definite seasonal 
changes with the highest level in spring 
and the lowest level in the fall. In view 
of the more stable level of Class I sales 
throughout the year, seasonal production 
changes result in several times as much 
Class II milk in April, May and June as 
in the shortest fall months. Most Nash¬ 
ville handlers do not have diversified 
manufacturing operations, and most of 
the Class II milk is disposed of to un¬ 
regulated manufacturing plants by bulk 
shipment or by direct diversion from 
the farm. 

Since the period of relative shortage 
in the fall months of 1955, the volume of 
producer milk on the Nashville maiket 
has shown a substantial increase. Both 
producer numbers and volume of milk 
per farm have increased. In the thirteen 
months preceding the hearing, from June 
1956 to June 1957. producer numbers in¬ 
creased 5.5 percent and production per 
dairy increased 9.7 percent. The volume 
of producer milk on the market in re¬ 
cent periods has been more than needed 
for fluid sales after allowing for seasonal 


variation and adequate reserves. In the 
fall months of 1956, producer milk ex¬ 
ceeded Class I sales by 24.5 percent in 
September. 16.9 percent in October. 32.3 
percent in November, and 41.4 percent in 
December. In June 1957, producer milk 
exceeded Class I sales by 60.9 percent. 

The number of producers on the Nash¬ 
ville market may be affected by the avail¬ 
ability of new prbducers as well as the 
needs of handlers. Handler witnesses 
stated that new producers had been ob¬ 
tained from among ungraded daii^y 
farmers during the past year, and indi¬ 
cated that additional producers could 
be acquired in this manner. Within the 
Nashville milkshed there are many dairy 
farmers shipping to manufactui*ing 
plants. 

Handler policies with respect to the 
volume of milk carried in excess of the 
volume of Class I sales may also be af¬ 
fected by the level of the Class n price. 
A handler would have no profit incentive 
to arrange his procurement in line with 
the level of his Class I sales if the excess 
over sales volume may be diverted or 
transferred with no loss or even with 
some profit. The prices received for pro¬ 
ducer milk diverted or transferred to 
manufacturing plants and the large in¬ 
crease in volume of Class n milk in 
^ recent periods Indicate that such a sit¬ 
uation exists in the Nashville market. 
Under these circumstances, a moderate 
increase in the cost to handlers of re¬ 
serve supplies will tend to deter accumu¬ 
lation of unneeded supplies. 

The proposal by producers would re¬ 
sult in a 20-cent per hundredweight in¬ 
crease in February and March due to 
the lengthening out of the seasonally 
higher price level. Such a higher level 
in the season of lowest production serves 
to reflect the greater value of such milk 
as reserve for fluid sales in these months, 
and encourages shifting of supplies 
among handlers according to needs for 
the fluid market. It Is not necessai*y, for 
this purpose, to extend the period in 
which the higher level price applies. 

It is concluded that the price for Class 
n milk should be increased 10 cents per 
hundredweight in eaph month, provided 
such price is not higher than the basic 
formula price. The higher level of the 
Class II price should continue to apply 
in those months when some handlers in 
the market are likely to experience 
shortages, since it is at these times that 
shifting of supplies according to needs 
of handlers is most important. 

A review of prices in recent years 
shows that if such an increased level of 
the Class II price had been effective in 
1955 and subsequent periods, the price 
would have been 20 to 30 cents less than 
the basic formula price in most of the 
spring and summer months. The rela¬ 
tionship would have been close to or 
equal to the basic formula price in winter 
months. If the basic formula were not 
used as a limit, the Class II price at times 
would have exceeded this level. It is 
concluded that the present order pro¬ 
vision that the Class II price shall not 
exceed the basic formula price should 
be retained. 

The additional part of the producer 
proposal to adjust the level of the Class 
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n price based upon the volume of Class 
n milk in the market is not adopted. It 
is acknowledged herein that the volume 
of Class n milk and the relation of this 
volume to the volume of milk needed by 
handlers for fluid sales, are important 
factors in arriving at the appropriate 
level of the Class n price, and the level 
herein determined to be appropriate is 
based upon consideration of present and 
prospective supplies of milk. A mech¬ 
anism as proposed by producers that 
would reduce automatically the Class II 
price as the volume of Class II milk di¬ 
minishes, could result in prices contrary 
to basic supply and demand conditions. 
For instance, if there were a period in 
which the supply of milk became gen¬ 
erally shorter, reserve milk normally 
would have a higher value than in times 
of excessive supply. In times of short 
supply, difficulties in obtaining supple¬ 
mental milk on short notice, or new pro¬ 
ducers. would tend to enhance the value 
of reserve milk. 

3. Classification of cottage cheese, egg 
nog, and ice cream. No change should 
be made in the classiflcation of milk 
used to produce cottage cheese, egg nog, 
or ice cream. 

A higher classiflcation of milk used for 
cottage cheese, egg nog, and ice cream 
vras proposed by the producer associa¬ 
tion. This proposal would establish a 
price for such class use at the same level 
as the basic formula price, with a butter- 
fat differential the same as the present 
Class II butterfat differential. The asso¬ 
ciation requested that milk in such new 
class not be part of the supply-demand 
ad j ustment. computation. 

Skim milk and butterfat used in the 
manufacture of cottage cheese, egg nog, 
and ice cream are classified under the 
order as Class n milk. 

The notice of hearing did not contain 
a specific proposal on the classification 
of milk used in ice cream. Such changes 
in the marketing area as contemplated 
herein do not give a basis for changing 
the classiflcation of ice cream. Accord¬ 
ingly, no recommendation is made herein 
to change such classification. 

Most of the cottage cheese sold in the 
Nashville market is manufactured in 
handlers* plants from Grade A producer 
milk. Some cottage cheese sold in stores 
in the marketing area is supplied by an 
unregulated plant. 

The health authorities for the market¬ 
ing area do not require that cottage 
cheese be made from Grade A milk. 
Some handlers testified that, occasion¬ 
ally, they have used nonfat dry milk or 
curd from ungraded sources for cottage 
cheese when producer milk was not 
available. Definite information was not 
furnished on whether the unregulated 
plant supplying cottage cheese to stores 
makes it from Grade A milk. 

In support of their proposal, pro¬ 
ducers contended that Grade A producer 
milk has a special value to handlers in 
use for cottage cheese. They pointed 
out that cottage cheese is part of the 
regular year around distribution busi¬ 
ness of Nashville handlers, and argued 
that handlers arrange to have a suffi¬ 
cient supply of Grade A milk from pro¬ 
ducers to cover the needs for cottage 


cheese. It was pointed out, also, that 
cottage cheese is regularly distributed 
on routes along with bottled milk. Com¬ 
putations were presented to show that 
the cost to handlers would be higher 
than the cost of producer mUk if they 
depended on nonfat dry milk for such 
manufactme. 

The use of producer milk by Nash¬ 
ville handlers for the manufacture of 
cottage cheese is affected by availability 
and convenience. The receipt and proc¬ 
essing of non-Grade A milk, under the 
Davidson County health rules, would 
require an operation separate from the 
Grade A operation. Although handlers 
claimed that cottage cheese is available 
at reasonable cost from unregulated 
plants which handle ungraded milk, it 
is their general practice to manufacture 
the product in their own plants from 
producer milk. The ready availability of 
producer milk in most months is due in 
part to the fact that normal procure¬ 
ment for fluid requirements in the short 
season results in ample milk for cottage 
cheese in most months of the year. 

Under the circumstances in the mar¬ 
ket, it appears that the value of milk for 
manufacture of cottage cheese is appro- 
p.-iately reflected in the price for Class 
n milk. It is concluded that no change 
should be made in the classification of 
milk used for cottage cheese. 

No change should be made in the 
classification of butterfat or skim milk 
used to produce egg nog. This product 
is not required by health authorities in 
the marketing area to be made from 
Grade A milk. It is generally supplied 
in this market by ice cream plants not 
regulated under the order. 

The supply-demand price adjustment 
should not be changed to exclude the 
volume of producer milk used for cottage 
cheese, egg nog, or ice cream as part of 
the supply. Such milk is available for 
use, if necessary, for fluid sales and thus 
should enter into the supply-demand 
computation. 

4. Classification of dumped skim milk. 
Skim milk dumped subject to verification 
by the market administrator should be 
classified as Class n. 

Handlers requested that Class II classi¬ 
fication be specified for milk dumped. 
Dumping, it was indicated, is sometimes 
necessary because of spoilage or failure 
of normal processing. 

Butterfat is generally salvageable, and 
should not be accounted for as dumped 
milk. In the case of skim milk, however, 
there may at times be no other practical 
disposition, and specific provision to ac¬ 
count for such disposition in the lowest 
priced class is appropriate. 

Such accounting for skim milk should 
depend on adequate provision for veri¬ 
fication. The order should provide that 
the handler notify the market admin¬ 
istrator prior to dumping milk, and give 
him opportunity to verify the operation. 

5. Classification of sour cream from 
other order sources. No change should 
be made in the classification and alloca¬ 
tion provisions affecting receipts of sour 
cream in pool plants from plants regu¬ 
lated under other Federal orders. 

A proposal was made by some handlers 
to allocate receipts of sour cream from 


other Federal order plants to Class I dis¬ 
position before allocating receipts of 
producer milk to Class I. In effect, any 
handler having Class I disposition in 
the form of sour cream would not have 
any obligation to producers for such 
Class I disposition if the sour cream were 
obtained from plants regulated under 
another Federal order. 

Sour cream is obtained by at least two 
Nashville handlers from plants under 
other orders—in one instance, in pack¬ 
ages. and in another Instance, in bulk 
Sales of sour cream in the market con¬ 
stitute a very small fraction of the Class 
I milk disposition. 

It is apparent that the supply of pro¬ 
ducer milk in the Nashville market is 
adequate to cover all Class I needs, in¬ 
cluding sour cream. It was not shown 
by proponents that there was any need 
to use other than producer milk to sup¬ 
ply the demand for sour cream. 

Under the handler proposal, shifts and 
changes in a handler’s procurement op¬ 
erations would affect the interests of 
producers with whwn he has made ar¬ 
rangements for a regular supply. Pur¬ 
chases of supplies from outside sources, 
as described by handlers, may be on a 
short-term basis, subject to possible day- 
to-day variations depending on manage¬ 
ment decisions. Such an element of 
uncertainty with respect to handlers’ re¬ 
quirements for Class I milk would be 
inconsistent with development of a re¬ 
liable supply of producer milk which 
involves long-term commitments by in¬ 
dividual producers, in many cases, of all 
their farm resources. 

It is concluded that evidence does not 
show a need for giving Class I priority 
to supplies from other markets over the 
adequate supply of producer milk. The 
handlers’ proposal is denied. 

6. Location diderentials. No change 
should be made in the location differen 
tials provided under the order. 

Handlers proposed that no location 
differentials should apply to prices undtf 
the order, or at least, that none should 
apply within 100 miles of the marketing 
area. The basis presented for such 
changes was that the location differen¬ 
tials serve no useful purpose, and that 
they give a cost advantage to outlying 
plants. Such cost advantage, presum¬ 
ably, could be used to compete with Nash 
ville plants for sales in areas where such 
outlying plants are located, or in ar^ 
between such plants and the marketing 
area. No evidence was given to show 
that the present rate of location differen¬ 
tials is out of line with transportation 
costs. . 

Producers also favored a sinuia* 
change in the location differentials. 

Location differentials under the Nash 
ville order apply to the Class I price 
plants 50 miles or more from the SUte 
Capitol. At distances of 50 to 60 mil^^ 
the rate is 10 cents per hundredweigWi 
and for each additional 10 miles or fr^' 
tion thereof, 1.5 cents per hundrea- 
weight. . 

The bulk of the milk disributed n 
Nashville handlers is received at 
in the marketing area. There ^ ^ 
supply plants serving the 
are two distributing plants outside ^ 
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present marketing area, but not at a dis¬ 
tance where location differentials apply. 

Distribution routes of some Nashville 
handlers extend well beyond the limits 
of the marketing area, in some instances, 
to a distance of about 100 miles from the 
center of the area. Within the general 
area so served by Nashville handlers, 
there are several unregulated distribut¬ 
ing plants serving local markets. 

It is apparent that no plant operator is 
presently obtaining a cost advantage 
through location differentials since no 
regulated plant is at a distance where 
location differentials apply. 

In the outlying areas where some 
Nashville handlers distribute milk, the 
competitive local plants are not regulated 
under an order (except in the case of a 
shipment to Paducah). The cost of milk 
to unregulated plants may be expected 
to be at as low a price as the plants can 
pay to secure a supply of milk. Nash¬ 
ville handlers* arguments that location 
differentials give cost advantage to out¬ 
lying plants appear to be based on the 
presumption that if a plant became 
regulated it could secure a supply of milk 
at a lower * price than an unregulated 
plant at the same location. If a plant 
at a considerable distance could obtain 
a milk supply at less than the price at 
the Nashville market, this situation 
would depend on supply conditions in the 
area where such plant is located, rather 
than on location differentials under the 
order. 

It is concluded that no change should 
be made in the location differentials. 

7. Miscellaneous and conforming 
changes. Prom time to time, a price 
quotation used in the computation of 
order prices may not be available in the 
manner described in the order. In such 
ciicumstances. it may not be possible 
to amend the order in time to make it 
continuously effective with respect to the 
affected provision. The order should 
provide, in such cases, that the Secretary 
may determine an equivalent price to 
take the place of the price for which a 
Quotation is not available. 

A proposal to broaden the “producer"* 
definition to include persons producing 
milk qualified for use by Federal agencies 
is not necessary. Such sales as Nashville 
handlers make, or may make, to Federal 
agencies are incidental to their regular 
business for which they need Grade A 
nillk supplies. There was no indication 
given that handlers would need to secure 
supplies from other than Grade A sources 
to compete for the business with Federal 
agencies. 

The proposal to suspend the supply- 
demand price adjustment until appraisal 
can be made of its operation with an 
expanded marketing area is denied, 
because the addition to the marketing 
area, herein adopted, is not likely to 
Insult in any additional handlers becom- 
regulated, or in any substantial 
changes in the volume of sales or 
S'iPPlies. 

Because of the adequacy of nearby 
manufacturing facilities, there is no need 
to extend the area for classification 
according to use of milk transferred to 
nonfiuici milk plants. 

The definition of “producer milk*’ 
Should be clarified with respect to diver- 
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Sion between fiuld milk plants. The lan¬ 
guage should conform to the language 
used in the definition of “producer”, 
which states that when a producer's milk 
is diverted to any other milk plant it 
shall be deemed to have been received by 
the diverting handler at a fluid milk 
plant at the location of the plant from 
which it was diverted. 

Rulings on vroposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties in the market. 
These briefs, proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions, and the evidence in the record 
were considered in making the findings 
and conclusions set forth above. To the 
extent that the suggested findings and 
conclusions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied. 

General findings, (a) The tentative 
marketing agreement and the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and all 
of the terms and conditions thereof, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a suflacient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest: and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol¬ 
lowing order amending the order regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the 
Nashville, Tennessee, marketing area is 
recommended as the detailed and appro¬ 
priate means by which the foregoing con¬ 
clusions may be carried out. The recom¬ 
mended marketing agreement is not 
included in this decision because the 
regulatory provisions thereof would be 
the same as those contained in the order, 
as hereby proposed to be amended: 

1. Delete § 978.5 and substitute there¬ 
for the following: 

§ 978.5 Nashville, Tennessee, market’- 
ing area. “Nashv*ille, Tennessee, mar¬ 
keting area”, hereinafter called the 
“marketing ai*ea”, means all the territory 
within the boundaries of the counties of 
Davidson, Cheatham and Rutherford, all 
in the State of Tennessee, including all 
municipalities within such boundaries, 
and including all tenitory within such 
boundaries occupied by government 
(municipal, state, or Federal) reserva¬ 
tions, installations, institutions, or other 
establishments. 


2. Delete § 978.12 and substitute there¬ 
for the following; 

§ 978.12 Producer milk. “Producer 
milk*’ means only that skim milk or but- 
terfat contained in milk (a) received at 
a fluid milk plant directly from produc¬ 
ers* farms, or (b) diverted from a fluid 
milk plant to any other milk plant (ex¬ 
cept a plant which is fully subject to the 
pricing provisions of another order is¬ 
sued pursuant to the act) in accordance 
with the provisions of § 978.11. 

3. Delete § 978.41 (b) (3) and substi¬ 
tute therefor the following: 

(3) disposed of and used for livestock 
feed, and skim milk dumped after prior 
notification to, and opportunity for veri¬ 
fication by, the market administrator; 
and 

4. Delete § 978.51 (b) and substitute 
therefor the following: 

(b) Class II milk price. The Class IT 
milk price shall be the price determined 
pursuant to § 978.50 (c) plus 25 cents 
during the months of February through 
August, and plus 35 cents during all other 
months: Provided, That such price shall 
not exceed the basic formula price. 

5. Insert a new § 978.54, as follows: 

§ 978.54 Use of equivalent price. It 
for any reason a price quotation required 
by this part for computing class prices or 
for any other piu-pose is not available in 
the manner described, the market ad¬ 
ministrator shall use a price determined 
by the Secretary to be equivalent to the 
price which is required. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 12th 
day of November 1957. 

tSEALl F. R. Burke, 

Acting Deputy Administrator. 

IF. R. Doc. 67-9464; Plied. Nov. 14, 1C67; 

8:52 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Division of Public Contracts 
C 41 CFR Part 202 ] 

Surgical Instruments and Apparatus 
Industry 

NOTICE OF HEARING TO DETERMINE 
PREVAILING MINIMUM WAGES 

Notice is hereby given that a public 
hearing to determine the prevailing 
minimum wage(s) in the surgical in¬ 
struments and apparatus industry will 
be held before a duly assigned Hearing 
Examiner on December 17. 1957, begin¬ 
ning at 10 a. m.. in Room 1214, United 
States Department of Labor. 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D. C. This matter is before the De¬ 
partment of Labor pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions, of section 1 (b) of the act of June 
30, 1936 (49 Stat. 2036. as amended; 41 
U. S. C. 35 et seq.), known as the Walsh- 
Healey Public Contracts Act. 

The surgical instruments and appara¬ 
tus Industry, for the purpose of this 
hearing, is defined as that industry which 
manufactures instruments, apparatus, 
and equipment used in, or in connection 
with, or in the aid of the practice of 
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medicine and surgery, such as surgical 
and diagnostic instruments, apparatus, 
and equipment for medical and surgical 
treatment. This definition shall include 
the manufacture of sutures and steriliz¬ 
ers for surgical purposes, but shall not 
include the manufacture of (1) surgical 
dressings, (2^ electro-surgical instru¬ 
ments and apparatus in which electricity 
is the diagnostic, therapeutic or func¬ 
tioning element, such as X-ray, fluoro- 
scope. and high frequency apparatus and 
equipment, ultraviolet and infra-red ray 
and other therapeutic and heating lamps, 
apparatus and equipment, and (3) or¬ 
thopedic appliances, such as trusses, 
braces, supports, splints, artificial limbs, 
and elastic belts and stockings. 

All interested parties may appear at 
the time and place specified herein and 
submit data, ^ews, and arguments (1) 
as to the propriety of the proposed defi¬ 
nition of the industry; (2) as to what 
are the prevailing minimum wages in 
the industry; (3) as to whether a single 
determination for all the area in which 
the industry operates or separate de¬ 
terminations for smaller geographic 
areas (including the appropriate limits 
for such areas) should be determined 
for this industry; and (4) as to whether 
there should be included in any deter¬ 
mination for this industry provision for 
the employment of probationary workers 
at subminimum rates and on what terms 
or limitations, if any, such employment 
should be permitted. 

A survey of the industry has been 
made and employment and wage data as 
of March 1957 have been prepared in the 
Department of Labor. These data will 
be submitted for consideration at the 
hearing and are available to interested 
persons upon request. 

Persons intending to appear are re¬ 
quested to notify the Administrator of 
the Wage and Hour and Public Con¬ 
tracts Divisions of their intention in 
advance of the hearing. 

Written statements of position or 
argument may be filed in quadruplicate 
with the Chief Hearing Examiner, 
United States Department of Labor, 
Washington, D. C., at any time prior 
to the date of the hearing by interested 
persons who cannot appear personally. 
Any such statement shall include the rea¬ 
son or reasons for non-appearance. 
Such statements as contain factual mat¬ 
ter should be sworn to and will be re¬ 
ceived in evidence by the Hearing 
Examiner presiding at the hearing. If 
objection is made to the receipt of such 
evidence, the statement will neverthe¬ 
less be received subject to the objection 
which will be considered to affect the 
weight rather than the admissibility of 
the statement. 

The following information is particu¬ 
larly invited with respect to the subject 
matter of the testimony of each witness, 
or the sworn statements of persons who 
cannot appear personally; (1) The 
identity of any product not now included 
in the definition of the industry which 
should be included and of any product 
now included which should not be in¬ 
cluded; (2) with respect to the testimony 
or presentation, the number and location 
of establishments in the industry, the 


number of workers employed in each 
such establishment, the minimum rates 
paid and the number of workers at each 
such establishment receiving such rates 
and the occupations in which they are 
employed; (3) the minimum wages paid 
to probationary workers in each estab¬ 
lishment, the scale of wages paid during 
the probationary period, the length of 
such period, the number of workers re¬ 
ceiving such wages, and the occupations 
in which they are employed; and (4) 
the nature and the geographic pattern 
of competition within this industry. 
To the extent possible, data should be 
submitted in such manner as to permit 
evaluation thereof on a plant by plant 
basis. 

This hearing shall be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules of practice set forth 
in Part 203, Subpart C, of Title 41 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Signed at Washington, D. C., this 8th 
day of November 1957. 

James P. Mitchell, 
Secretary of Labor» 

[P. R. Doc. 67-9461; Piled, Nov. 14, 1967; 

8:51 a. m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

114 CFR Ports 3, 4b, 6, 7, 13, 40, 
41, 42, 43 ] 

1957 Annual Review and Amendments 
OF Airworthiness Regulations 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

Pursuant to authority delegated by the 
Civil Aeronautics Board to the Bureau of 
Safety, notice is hereby given that the 
Bureau will propose to the Board amend¬ 
ments to the airworthiness provisions of 
the Civil Air Regulations as hereinafter 
set forth. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the making of the proposed rules by sub¬ 
mitting such written data, views, or 
arguments as they may desire. Com¬ 
munications should be submitted in 
duplicate to the Civil Aeronautics Board, 
attention Bureau of Safety. Washington 
25. D. C. In order to insure their con¬ 
sideration by the Board before taking 
further action on the proposed rules, 
communications must be received by 
December 20,1957. Copies of such com¬ 
munications will be available after De¬ 
cember 26. 1957, for examination by 
interested persons at the Docket Section 
of the Board, Room 5412. Department of 
Commerce Building, Washington, D. C. 

The proposed amendments to the air¬ 
worthiness regulations attached hereto 
stem from the studies conducted during 
the Board's 1957 Annual Airworthiness 
Review and particularly, from the dis¬ 
cussions which took place at the meet¬ 
ings held in Washington September 9 
through September 13. 1957. Those is¬ 
sues which are sufficiently resolved are 
being published herein in the form of 
proposed amendments to the regulations. 

The proposals herein pertain to 
amendments to Parts 3, 4b. 6, 7, 13, 40, 
41. and 42 of the Civil Air Regulations 
and Special Civil Air Regulation No. 
SRr-422. The explanatory material ac¬ 


companying each proposal presents the 
basis for the amendments and also the 
reasons vrhy certain other proposals are 
not considered to be sufficiently resolved 
to justify specific recommendations for 
amendment of the regulations at the 
present time. 

These amendments are proposed un¬ 
der the authority of Title VI of the Civil 
Aeronautics Act of 1938, as amended. 
The proposals may be changed in the 
light of comments received in response 
to this notice of proposed rule making. 

(Sec. 205 (a), 62 Stat. 984: 49 U. S. C. 425. 
Interpret or apply secs. 601-610, 62 Stat. 
1007-1012, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 651-660) 

Dated at Washington. D. C., November 
7.1957. 

By the Bureau of Safety. 

[seal] OscAk Bakke, 

Director, 

Proposed Rules—Part 3 

Part 3 was not subject to discussion 
during the Annual Airworthiness Meet¬ 
ings, however, the proposed amendments 
tq the fiight load requirements were in¬ 
cluded in the propqsed agenda in Draft 
Release No. 57-lA. All of the other pro¬ 
posals contained herein are new items 
which have been previously discussed 
with interested parties. 

The current formulas and loading 
charts in Part 3 are based on the aero¬ 
dynamic characteristics of airplanes 
which, at the time of promulgation of 
that part, were considered typical of 
airplanes which would be certificated in 
accordance with its provisions. Since 
high performance airplanes are now be¬ 
ing developed for certification under 
Part 3, certain of these formulas and 
loading charts can no longer be re¬ 
garded as generally applicable. It is 
proposed, therefore, to amend §§ 3.171 
and 3.222 to incorporate appropriate 
qualifications concerning the applica¬ 
bility of such formulas and loading 
charts. 

There is proposed herein a new § 3.687 
to require electric power system instru¬ 
ments. A similar requirement was cir¬ 
culated by CAA as Civil Aeronautics 
Manual material. Although there was 
general agreement with the material, 
it was found that there was no basis in 
Part 3 for such material. It is proposed, 
therefore, that Part 3 be amended in 
this respect. 

Section 3.668 requires a means for in¬ 
dicating the adequacy of the power be¬ 
ing supplied to each of the gsrroscopic 
instruments. It has been found that 
this provision unnecessarily complicates 
the airplane's vacuum systems without 
giving an indication of all possible in¬ 
strument failures, such as the clogging 
of integral instrument filters. For this 
reason § 3.668 is being amended to re¬ 
quire a power failure indicator only iot 
the power source. 

There are also contained herein pro¬ 
posals to amend the definition of stand¬ 
ard atmosphere to make it consistent 
with other airworthiness parts of the 
Civil Air Regulations. 

In view of the foregoing, notice 
hereby given that it is proposed to re®' 
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ommend to the Board that Part 3 of the 
Civil Air Regulations be amended: 

1. By amending § 3.1 (b) (1) by in¬ 
serting between the words ‘^atmosphere" 
and “defined" the following: “(see nAca 
T echnical Note 3182) 

2. By amending § 3.1 (b) (1) (iv) by 
deleting “~67* P." and inserting in lieu 
thereof “~69.7® P." 

3. By amending § 3.1 (b) (1) (v) by 
deleting “0.002378" and inserting in lieu 
thereof “0.002377." 

4. By amending § 3.171 by adding a 
new paragraph (d) to read as follows: 
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§ 3.171 Loads. * • ♦ 

(d) Pigures 3-3 through 3-10 and the 
note under § 3.216 (a) shall not be appli¬ 
cable to airplanes for which the Ad¬ 
ministrator finds such data to result in 
unrealistic loads. 

5. By amending § 3.222 (a) by adding 
a new sentence at the end thereof to read 
as follows: “Paragraphs (c), (d), and 
(e) of this section shall not be applicable 
to airplanes for which the Administrator 
finds such data to result in unrealistic 
loads." 

6. By amending § 3.668 by deleting the 
words “each of" from the third sentence 
of the introductory paragraph. 

7. By amending § 3.686 by redesignat¬ 
ing the present text as paragraph (a) 
and by adding a new paragraph (b) to 
read as follows: 

S 3.686 Generator controls. • • • 

(b) A generator reverse current cut¬ 
out shall disconnect the generator from 
the battery and other generators when 
the generator is developing a voltage of 
such value that current sufficient to 
cause malfunctioning can fiow into the 
generator. 

8. By adding a new heading and 
amending § 3.687 to read as follows: 

INSTRUMENTS 

§ 3.687 Instruments. Means shall be 
provided to indicate to appropriate crew 
members those electric power system 
quantities which are essential for the 
safe operation of the system. 

Not* : For direct current systems, an am¬ 
meter In each generator feeder would be 
acceptoble. When only one generator U In- 
le^^er ’ »“meter may be In the battery 

Proposed Rules—Part 4b 

Changes herein are proposed with 
respect to various items which were re¬ 
solved at this year’s Annual Airworthi¬ 
ness Review. 

Of the substantive changes, there is 
proposed a new requirement in § 4b. 132 
^e) which would establish basic objective 
^ Insure, for the all-engines 
operating condition, adequate lateral 
control within the operating speed range 
appropriate airplane response to 
^ntrol application in aU stages of fiight. 

he cu^ently effective provisions do not 
prescribe any specific requirements in 

expected that the 
proposed rule wUl result in a more effec- 

airplane's lateral 
^^ility and controllability. 

effective fatigue evalu- 
aii provisions, although applicable to 
an ox the fiight structure, do not specify 


any loading conditions for vertical flight 
surfaces with respect to the faU safe 
strength criteria in § 4b.270 (b). For 
completeness of these provisions, an ad¬ 
dition to § 4b.270 (b) is being proposed 
which sets forth ultimate loads, relative 
to the fail safe strength evaluation of 
vertical surfaces, in terms of the gen¬ 
erally applicable unsymmetrical and ma¬ 
neuvering limit loading conditions now 
prescribed in the regulations. There is 
also proposed a change to § 4b.236 (c) 
(2) which prescribes vertical load factors 
necessary for completely defining the un¬ 
symmetrical loads applicable in the taxi¬ 
ing and ground handling conditions for 
landing gears of multi-wheel units. 

Currently effective regulations require 
trim tab controls to be irreversible unless 
the tab is properly balanced and is 
shown to be free from flutter. The regu¬ 
lations do not cover this design feature 
in respect to other trim devices such as 
adjustable stabilizers, etc. A change is 
proposed to § 4b.322 to require all trim 
control systems to be irreversible. This 
change is based on the conclusion that 
all trim controls should be subject to the 
same design requirement, that proper 
evaluation of trim surfaces with respect 
to flutter on airplanes of new designs 
might be extremely difficult if not im¬ 
possible. and that, unless trim controls 
are made irreversible, they will be sub¬ 
ject to creep and drift. 

There are also being proposed several 
relatively important changes with re¬ 
spect to powerplants. In new § 4b.409 
there is proposed a rule to require an 
in-flight investigation of turbine power- 
plants with respect to staU, surge, flame- 
out, etc. Included also is a proposed 
change to § 4b.435 which establishes more 
definite specifications for fuel system fil¬ 
tration than are contained in the cur¬ 
rently effective regulations. In addition, 
it is proposed to revise the powerplant 
operating limitations provisions in 
§ 4b.718 to make them more specifically 
applicable to turbine powerplants. 

There are also included several pro¬ 
posed changes in the provisions regard¬ 
ing personnel accommodations, emer¬ 
gency evacuation, and ditching. The 
most substantive one involves a change 
to § 4b.362 (d) which would permit the 
use of 2 type IV exits in lieu of each 
required type III exit on airplanes having 
a capacity of 20 passengers or less. 

Relatively important changes are also 
proposed with respect to the provisions 
dealing with the landing gear retraction 
system § 4b.334 (b). with altimeter 
static pressure source tolerances § 4b.612 
(b) (5), and with markings of the air¬ 
speed indicator § 4b.732. Also proposed 
is a new § 4b.659 which would require 
appropriate protection of the airplane 
against failure of high energy rotors 
when such rotors are incorporated in any 
equipment on the airplane. Included 
also is a proposal with respect to § 4b.603 
which would require the installation of 
a machmeter if compressibility effects 
result in an air-speed limitation. 

In addition, there are included other 
changes which are of a relatively minor, 
clarifying, or editorial nature. 

There were several proposals discussed 
at this year’s Annual Airworthiness 
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Meetings w^hlch could not be resolved 
because of the need for further study. 
The most important of these include pro¬ 
posals with respect to the airplane’s fly¬ 
ing qualities, emergency evacuation 
provisions for relatively small transport 
category airplanes, and oxygen equip¬ 
ment and supply requirements. In re¬ 
spect to the proposals regarding the 
oxygen requirements, discussion at the 
recent meetings indicated that the pro¬ 
posal offered in connection with Part 4b 
of the Civil Air Regulations affected the 
operational requirements in the operat¬ 
ing parts of the CivU Air Regulations. 
In view of this, exploration of this mat¬ 
ter on a broader scale was necessary and, 
to this end, the Bureau held a separate 
meeting on September 26 and 27, 1957, 
to discuss proposals for changing the 
oxygen requirements in Parts 40. 41, and 
42. as well as Part 4b of the Civil Air 
Regulations. 'The Bureau is now con¬ 
sidering the results of those discussions 
and intends to handle this matter outside 
the framework of the Annual Airworthi¬ 
ness Review. 

In view of the foregoing, notice Is 
hereby given that it is proposed to rec¬ 
ommend to the Board that Part 4b of 
the Civil Air Regulations be amended* 

1. By amending § 4b.l32 by adding a 
new paragraph (e) to read as follows: 

§ 4b.l32 Directional and lateral con-^ 
trol. • • ♦ 

(e) Lateral control; all engines over^ 
ating. Roll response shall be rapid and 
of sufficient magnitude to perform nor¬ 
mal maneuvers, such as to recover from 
upsets produced by gusts and to initiate 
evasive maneuvers. In sideslips up to 
sideslip angles which might be required 
in normal operatidn, sufficient excess 
lateral control shall remain to perform 
a limited amount of maneuvering and to 
correct for gusts. Lateral control shall 
be sufficient at a speed of Vse to provide 
a peak roll rate necessary for safety 
without requiring excessive control forces 
or excessive control travel. 

2. By amending § 4b.236 (c) (2) by 
adding a new sentence between the first 
and second sentences to read as follows: 
“For one and two deflated tires the ver¬ 
tical load factor at the center of gravity 
shall be 60 percent and 50 percent, re¬ 
spectively. of the factor with no deflated 
tires except that it shall not be less than 
Ig." 

3. By amending § 4b.270 (b) by de¬ 
leting the words “subparagraphs (1) and 

(2)" in the second sentence and substi¬ 
tuting in lieu thereof the words “sub- 
paragraphs (1) through (4)". by delet¬ 
ing “§ 4b.211 (b)" in subparagraph (2) 
and substituting in lieu thereof “§§ 4b.211 
(b) and 4b.215 (b)", and by adding new 
subparagraphs (3) and (4) to read as 
follows: 


§ 4b.270 General. • ♦ • 

(b) Fail safe strength. ♦ ♦ • 

(3) Eighty percent of the limit loads 
resulting from the conditions specified in 
§ 4b.220 (c). These loads shall be con¬ 
sidered to be ultimate. 

(4) Eighty percent of the limit ma¬ 
neuvering loads resulting from the con¬ 
ditions specified in § 4b.215 (a). except 
that the load need not exceed 100 percent 




9118 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


of the critical load obtained from the re- 
Quirements of § 4b.215 (a) using a pilot 
effort of 180 pounds. These loads shall 
be considered to be ultimate. 

4. By amending I 4b,322 by deleting 
paragraph (g) and by amending para¬ 
graph (f) to read as follows: 

§ 4b.322 Trim controls and systems. 

• • 0 

(f) All trim control systems shall be 
irreversible. The portion of the system 
from the trim surface to the attachment 
of the irreversible imit to the airplane 
structure shall consist of a rigid con¬ 
nection. 

5. By amending § 4b.334 (b) by adding 
a new sentence at the end thereof to read 
as follows: “A means shall be provided 
to prevent the retraction of the landing 
gear while the airplane is on the ground.'* 

6. By amending § 4b.358 (b) by add¬ 
ing a new subparagraph (6) to read as 
follows: 

§ 4b.358 Seats, berths, and safety 
belts. * * • 

(b) Arrangement. • ♦ • 

(6) Seats for cabin attendants shall 
be located near primary exits (see 
§4b.362 (g)). 

7. By amending § 4b.362 (d) to read 
as follows: 

§ 4b.362 Emergency evacuation. • ♦ • 
(d) Ditching emergency exits. Ex¬ 
cept as otherwise provided in this para¬ 
graph, it shall be shown that there is not 
less than one emergency exit located 
above the water level for every 35 pas¬ 
sengers and at least one such exit per 
side shall meet the minimum dimen¬ 
sions of the exit specified in paragraph 
(b) (3) of this section. On airplanes 
having a passenger capacity of 20 or 
less, it shall be permissible to substitute 
2 type IV exits for each required type 
in exit. In addition, it shall be permis¬ 
sible to substitute one easily accessible 
overhead hatch of not less than the 
clear dimensions of the exit specified in 
paragraph (b) (3) of this section for 
any 2 required side exits located on 
opposite sides of the fuselage. 

8. By amending § 4b.362 (e) (2) by 
adding at the end thereof the following 
phrase: “except that sliding window 
emergency exits in the flight crew area 
need not be openable from the outside 
if the Administrator finds that the 
proximity of other exits are convenient 
and readily accessible to the flight crew 
area.” 

9. By amending § 4b.362 (f) (1) and 

(2) by inserting in the first sentence of 
each subparagraph between the words 
•‘air* and “emergency” the w’ord “pas¬ 
senger.” 

10. By adding a new § 4b.409 to read 
as f ollow^s: 

§ 4b.409 Turbine engine powerplant 
operating characteristics. *1116 operat¬ 
ing limitations of the powerplant shall 
be Investigated in flight to determine 
that no adverse characteristics such as 
stall, surge, or flameout are present to 
a hazardous degree during normal and 
emergency operation of the airplane 
within the range of operating limita¬ 
tions. 


11. By amending § 4b.435 by adding 
the words “or filter*’ after the word 
“strainer” in the section title and in the 
Introductory paragraph, and in para¬ 
graphs (a), (b). and (c). 

12. By amending § 4b.435 (d) by delet¬ 
ing the words “filter or strainers” and 
Inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“strainers or filters.” 

13. By amending § 4b.435 by adding a 
new paragraph (e) to read as follows: 

§ 4b.435 Fuel strainer or filter. • • • 
(e) The fuel strainer or filter shall be 
of adequate capacity and of appropriate 
mesh to insure proper engine operation 
with the fuel contaminated to a degree 
with respect to particle size and density 
which can be reasonably expected to 
occur in service. *1116 fuel strainer or 
filter shall preclude the passage of par¬ 
ticles coarser in size than that for which 
engine operation is approved. 

14. By amending § 4b.603 by adding 
a new paragraph (k) to read as follows: 

5 4b.603 Flight and navigational in- 
struments. • • • 

(k) Machmeter if an air-speed limita¬ 
tion results from compressibility effects. 

15. By amending § 4b.612 (b) (5) to 
read as follows: 

5 4b.612 Flight and navigational in- 
struments. • • • 

(b) Static air vent and pressure altim¬ 
eter systems. • • • 

(5) The design and installation of the 
altimeter system shall be such that the 
error in indicated pressure altitude at 
sea level in standard atmosphere, ex¬ 
cluding instrument calibration error, 
does not result in a value more than the 
the ±30 feet per 100 knots in speed for 
the appropriate configuration in the 
speed range between 1.3 V$q (flaps ex¬ 
tended) and 1.8 (flaps retracted), ex¬ 
cept that the error need not be less than 
±30 feet. 

16. By amending § 4b,651 (h) (1) to 
read as follows: 

§ 4b.651 Oxygen equipment and sup¬ 
ply. ♦ • * 

(h) Protective breathing system. • • • 
(1) The protective breathing equip¬ 
ment shall include masks covering the 
eyes, nose, and mouth, or only the nose 
and mouth when accessory equipment is 
provided to protect the eyes. Such 
equipment, while in use, shall not prevent 
the flight crew from using the radio 
equipment of the aii’plane or com¬ 
municating with each other while at 
their assigned duty stations. *rhat part 
of the equipment provided to protect the 
eyes shall be of such type and construc¬ 
tion as to not cause any appreciable 
adverse effect on vision and shall permit 
wearing corrective lens glasses by indi¬ 
vidual members of the flight crew. 

17. By adding a new § 4b.659 to read 
as follows: 

§ 4b.659 Equipment incorporating 
high energy rotors. Unless there exists 
reliable insurance that rotors will not 
fail, such equipment shall be demon¬ 
strated as capable of containing a failed 
rotor or shall be so located that failure 


will not affect the ability of the airplane 
to continue safe flight. 

18. By amending § 4b.718 to read as 
follows: 

§ 4b.718 Powerplant limitations. The 
following powerplant limitations shall be 
established for the airplane as appUcable 
for the type(s) of engineCs) installed. 
They shall not exceed the corresponding 
limits established as part of the type 
certification of the engine and propeller 
installed in the airplane. 

(a) Take-off operation. (1) Maxi¬ 
mum rotational speed (r, p. m.), 

(2) Maximum permissible manifold 
pressure, 

(3) Maximum permissible gas tem¬ 
perature for turbine engines, 

(4) *1116 time limit for use of the 
power which corresponds with the 
values established in subparagraphs (1) 
through (3) of this paragraph. 

(5) When the time limit established 
in subparagraph (4) of this paragraph 
exceeds 2 minutes, the maximum allow¬ 
able cylinder head and oil temperatures. 

and ^ 

(6) Maximum cylinder head and oil 
temperatures if these differ from the 
maximum limits for continuous opera¬ 
tion. 

(b) Maximum continuous operation. 
(1) Maximum rotational speed (r. p. m.), 

(2) Maximum permissible manifold 
pressure, and 

(3) Maximum permissible cylinder 
head, oil and gas temperatui*es. 

(c) Fuel grade or specification desig¬ 
nation. (1) *1716 minimum grade of fuel 
required for satisfactory operation at the 
limits specified in paragraphs (a) and 
(b) of this section for reciprocating en¬ 
gines, and 

(2) The designation of the specifica¬ 
tion of fuel required for satisfactory 
operation at the limits specified in para- 
gi'aphs (a) and (b) of this section for 
turbine engines. 

19. By amending § 4b.732 to read as 
follows: 

§ 4b.732 Air-speed limitation infor¬ 
mation. The air-speed limitations (see 
§ 4b.741 (a)) shall be presented to the 
flight crew In a manner such that they 
can be easily read and interpreted by the 
flight crew. 

20. By amending § 4b.741 (a) by de¬ 
leting the words, “marking the air-speed 
indicator.” and substituting in lieu 
thereof the words, “the presentation of 
the air-speed limitations to the flight 
crew.” 

21. By amending § 4b.742 by redesig¬ 
nating paragraph (d) as paragraph (e) 
and adding a new paragraph <d) to read 
as follows: 

§ 4b.742 Operating procedures. * * * 

(d) Restarting of turbine engines. 
The recommended procedure shall be de¬ 
scribed to be followed in restarting tur¬ 
bine engines in flight. 

Proposed Rules —Part 6 

Although thei*e were no discussions of 
Part 6 during the Annual Airworthiness 
Meetings, a few proposals to emend Part 
6 are included herein. *rhe non-sub¬ 
stantive proposals deal with the defini** 
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tiotis of standard atmosphere, take-off 
power or thrust, maximum continuous 
p>ower or thrust, and gas temperature. 
These proposals are being made to main¬ 
tain consistency in the definitions 
throughout the Civil Air Regulations. 

The only substantive proposal being 
made deals with protection from fan 
blade failures. A recent accident involv¬ 
ing engine overspeed and fan disintegra¬ 
tion prompts the Bureau to propose 
an amendment to § 6.401 to require 
protection from fan failures. 

In view of the foregoing, notice is 
hereby given that it is proposed to rec¬ 
ommend to the Board that Part 6 of the 
Civil Air Regulations be amended: 

1. By amending §6.1 (c) (1) by in¬ 
serting between the words ‘‘atmosphere" 
and “defined" the following: “(see 
NACA Technical Note 3182)". 

2. By amending § 6.1 (c) (1) (iv) by 
deleting “-67“ P." and inserting in lieu 
thereof “—69.7® F." 

3. By amending § 6.1 (c) (1) (v) by 
deleting “0.002378" and inserting in lieu 
thereof “0.002377". 

4. By amending the title of § 6.1 (g), 
hy amending subparagraphs (2) and 
(3), by redesignating subparagraphs (4) 
and (5) as subparagraphs (5) and (6), 
respectively, and by adding a new 
subparagraph (4) to read as follows: 
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engine rotor shaft rotational speed and 
gas temperature, and approved for use 
during periods of unrestricted duration. 

(iii) Maximum continuous thrust for 
turbine engines is the jet thrust devel¬ 
oped at specified altitudes, atmospheric 
temperatures, and flight speeds and 
under the maximum conditions of en¬ 
gine rotor shaft rotational speed and 
gas temperature, and approved for use 
during periods of unrestricted duration. 

(4) Gas temperature. Gas tempera¬ 
ture for turbine engines is the tem¬ 
perature of the gas stream obtained as 
indicated in the approved engine speci¬ 
fication 

5. By amending § 6.401 by adding a 
new title, by redesignating the present 
title and text as paragraph (a), and by 
adding a new paragraph (b) to read as 
follows; 

§ 6.401 Engines, • • • 

(b) Fan blade protection. The 
powerplant installation shall include a 
means of protection such that the oc¬ 
currence of a fan blade failure will not 
jeopardize the safe landing of the rotor- 
craft. 

Proposed Rules—Part 7 


§ 6.1 Definitions, • • • 

(g) Powerplant installations. • ♦ • 
(2) Take-off power or thrust, (i) 
Take-off power for reciprocating engines 
Is the brake horsepower developed under 
standard sea level conditions and under 
the maximum conditions of crankshaft 
rotational speed and engine manifold 
pressure approved for the normal take¬ 
off, and limited in use to a maximum 
continuous period as indicated in the 
approved engine specification. 

(ii) Take-off power for turbine en¬ 
gines is the brake horsepower developed 
under static conditions at specified alti¬ 
tudes and atmospheric temperatures and 
under the maximum conditions of engine 
rotor shaft rotational speed and gas 
t^perature approved for normal take¬ 
off, and limited in use to a maximum 
continuous period as indicated in the 
approved engine specification. 

(iii) Take-off thrust for turbine en¬ 
gines is the jet thrust developed under 
static conditions at specified altitudes 
and atmospheric temperatures and un¬ 
der the maximum conditions of engine 
rotor shaft rotational speed and gas 
temperature approved for the normal 
take-off, and limited in use to a maxi¬ 
mum continuous period as indicated in 
the approved engine specification. 

. Maximum continuous power or 
thrust, (i) Maximum continous power 
for reciprocating engines is the brake 
horsepower developed in standard at- 
^ specified altitude and 
under the maximum conditions of crank- 
sh^t rotational speed and engine mani- 
loid pressure, and approved for use dur- 
mg periods of unrestricted duration. 

(ii) Maximum continuous power for 
urbine engines is the brake horsepower 
developed at specified altitudes, atmos¬ 
pheric temperatures, and flight speeds 
and under the maximum conditions of 

No. 222-3 


It is proposed to amend the following 
rules which were resolved as a result of 
this year’s Annual Airworthiness Review. 

The most significant of these amend¬ 
ments deal with the flight requirements 
of Part 7; among these is included a 
proposal to eliminate the requirement for 
the installation of a rotor high-pitch stop 
when it is found that such is unnecessary 
due to the inherent characteristics of the 
rotorcraft (see § 7.103 (a)). 

The presently effective p>owerplant and 
structural fire protection reqiurements of 
Part 7 applicable to Category B rotor- 
craft are designed to protect the rotor- 
craft for 5 minutes in the event of a 
powerplant fire. On the other hand, the 
regulations applicable to Category A 
rotorcraft are designed to give protec¬ 
tion from powerplant fires in order to 
permit continued operation to a landing 
area. Sections 7.111 (c) and 7.118 (d) 
contain options for multiengine Cate¬ 
gory B rotorcraft which permit them to 
be certificated under the Category A ro- 
^craft requirements of these sections. 
This permits the establishment of limit¬ 
ing heights and speeds for safe landing 
following the failure of only one engine 
rather than with complete power loss, 
and the demonstration of an autorotatlve 
landing rather than determining the 
autorotative landing distances. It is pro¬ 
posed to amend the aforementioned sec¬ 
tions by deleting the requirement that 
multiengine Category B rotorcraft meet 
the fire protection requirements appli¬ 
cable to Category A rotorcraft when 
these options are exercised. It is our un- 
deretanding that the Administrator re¬ 
quires the establishment of emergency 
procedures to be followed in the event 
of a powerplant fire which is included in 
the Airplane Plight Manual for Category 
B rotorcraft. Such procedures normally 
entail the execution of an immediate 
landing, in applying operating limita¬ 
tions to such rotorcraft, it is our under¬ 
standing that the Administrator would 
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require an immediate landing in the 
event of fire while in flight. 

The presently effective take-off provi¬ 
sions of Part 7 require the establishment 
of a critical decision point for Category 
A rotorcraft. at which point the rotor¬ 
craft is requii*ed to have attained the 
take-off safety speed to comply with the 
climb requirements at that point as well 
as to be able to be safely stopped follow¬ 
ing the engine failure at the critical de¬ 
cision point. It is proposed herein to 
amend this provision (see § 7.114 (a) 
(2)) by permitting the rotorcraft to be at 
a speed less than the take-off safety 
speed at the critical decision point and 
after failure of the critical engine at that 
point permit continued acceleration to 
the end of the rejected take-off distance 
at which point the take-off safety speed 
must be attained. 

Although the subject of fan blade 
failures wos not discussed during this 
year’s meetings, a recent accident involv¬ 
ing engine overspeed and fan disintegra¬ 
tion prompts the Bureau to propose 
amendments to § 7.401 to require pro¬ 
tection from such fan failures. 

In addition to the aforementioned pro¬ 
posals, there are a number of proposals 
dealing with definitions and flight re¬ 
quirements contained herein which have 
only minor significance. 

In view of the foregoing, notice Is 
hereby given that it is proposed to rec- 
^mend to the Board that Part 7 of the 
Civil Air Regulations be amended: 

1. By amending § 7.1 (c) (1) by in- 
serti^ between the words “atmosphere" 
and “defined” the following; “(see NACA 
Technical Note 3182) 

2. By amending f 7.1 (c) (1) (iv) by 
deleting “-67* P.“ and inserting in lieu 
thereof "—69.7* P." 

3. By amending §7.1 (c) (1) (v) by 
deleting “0.002378“ and inserting in lieu 
thereof “0.002377." 

4. By deleting § 7.1 (c) (6). 

5. By amending § 7.1 (d) (6) (I) by 
adding a new sentence at the end thereof 
to read as follows: “For other fuels, a 
design unit weight or range of weights 
appropriate to the type of fuels shall be 
established." 

6. By amending § 7.1 (g) by amending 
subparagraphs (2) and (3), by redesig¬ 
nating subparagraphs (4) and (5) as 
subparagraphs (5) and (6). respectively, 
and by adding a new subparagraph (4)* 
to read as follows: 

§ 7.1 Definitions. • • ♦ 

(g) Powerplant installation. • • • 

(2) Take-off power or thrust, (i) 
Take-off power for reciprocating en¬ 
gines is the brake horsepower developed 
under standard sea level conditions and 
under the maximum conditions of crank¬ 
shaft rotational speed and engine mani¬ 
fold pressure approved for ^e normal 
take-off, and limited in use lo a maxi¬ 
mum continuous period as indicated in 
the approved engine specification. 

(ii) Take-off power for turbine en¬ 
gines is the brake horsepower developed 
under static conditions at specified alti¬ 
tudes and atmospheric temperatures and 
under the maximum conditions of engine 
rotor shaft rotational speed and gas tem¬ 
perature approved for normal take-off. 
and limited in use to a maximum con- 
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tinuous period as Indicated in the ap¬ 
proved engine specification. 

<iii) Take-off thrust for turbine en¬ 
gines is the jet thrust developed under 
static conditions at specified altitudes 
and atmospheric temperatures and under 
the maximum conditions of engine rotor 
shaft rotational speed and gas tempera¬ 
ture approved for the normal take-off, 
and limited in use to a maximum con¬ 
tinuous period as indicated in the ap¬ 
proved engine specification. 

(3) Maximum continuous vower or 
thrust, (i) Maximum continuous power 
for reciprocating engines is the brake 
horsepower developed in standard atmos¬ 
phere at a specified altitude and under 
the maximum conditions of crankshaft 
rotational speed and engine manifold 
pressure, and approved for use during 
periods of unrestricted duration. 

(ii) Maximum continuous power for 
turbine engines is the brake horsepower 
developed at specified altitudes, atmos¬ 
pheric temperatures, and flight speeds 
and under the maximum conditions of 
engine rotor shaft rotational speed and 
gas temperature, and approved for use 
during periods of unrestricted duration. 

(iii) Maximum continuous thrust for 
turbine engines is the jet thrust devel¬ 
oped at specified altitudes, atmospheric 
temperatures, and flight speeds and 
under the maximum conditions of en¬ 
gine rotor shaft rotational speed and 
gas temperature, and approved for use 
during periods of unrestricted duration. 

(4) Gas temperature. Gas tempera¬ 
ture for turbine engines is the tem¬ 
perature of the gas stream obtained 
as indicated in the approved engine 
specification. 

7. By amending § 7.20 by adding a new 
paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 7.20 Rotor craft categories. • • • 

(c) The eligibility of rotorcraft for 
night and instrument flight is contained 
in subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this 
paragraph. 

(1) Category A. Rotorcraft In this 
category are eligible for night and In- 
stmment flight. To be eligible for night 
and instillment flight, the rotorcraft 
shall be certificated in accordance 
with such additional flight character¬ 
istic rules as the Administrator finds are 
required for safe operations under these 
conditions. 

(2) Category B. Rotorcraft in this 
category are not eligible for unlimited 
night ind instrument flight. Rotorcraft 
in this category, however, aie eligible for 
limited night flight; 1. e., night flight 
imder VFR conditions. To be eligible for 
limited night flight, compliance sliall be 
shown with such requii'ements as the 
Administrator finds are necessary for 
safe operation under these conditions. 

8. By amending § 7.103 (a) by adding 
the following phrase to the end of the 
second sentence: “such means, however, 
need not be provided if the Administra¬ 
tor finds that inherent characteristics 
of the rotorcraft render it unnecessary 
or that adequate means of warning the 
pilot of unsafe rotor speeds are pro¬ 
vided” and by adding the following 
phrase at the beginning of the third 
sentence: *Tf a means to prevent low 
rotor speeds is provided.” 


9. By amending § 7.111 CO by deleting 
the words “as well as with § 7.384 (a)*' 
and by adding a note to read as follows: 

Note: See §7.384 (b). Category B rotor¬ 
craft structure controls, rotor mechanisms, 
and parts essential to a controlled landing 
are protected from powerplant fires for at 
least 5 minutes. 

10. By amending § 7.114 (a) by de¬ 
leting the term “accelerate-stop” and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words 
“rejected take-off.” 

11. By amending § 7.114 (a) (1) by 
deleting the term “accelerate-stop” and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words 
“rejected take-off”, by deleting the words 
“with take-off power” and substituting 
in lieu thereof the words “with the power 
associated with the take-off techniques”, 
and by adding the following phrase at 
the end of the sentence, “with the re¬ 
maining engines operating within their 
approved limitations.” 

12. By amending § 7.114 (a) (2) by 
adding to the second sentence between 
the words “limitations” and “the climb- 
out” the words “the rotorcraft shall be 
accelerated to the end of the rejected 
take-off distance from which point.” 

13. By amending 5 7.114 (a) (3) by de¬ 
leting the term “accelerate-stop” and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words 
“rejected take-off.” 

14. By amending §7.115 (a) (1) (v), 
(a) (2) (v),and (a) (3) (v) by deleting 
the words “in the hot-day condition” and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words 
“at the temperatixres and altitudes for 
which certification is sought.” 

15. By amending § 7.115 (b) <3) by 
adding the words “maximum and” be- 
tw^een the words “the” and “minimum.” 

16. By amending § 7.118 (b) by add¬ 
ing a new sentence at the end thereof 
to read as follows: “The maximum de¬ 
scent in autorotation shall be deter¬ 
mined.” 

17. By amending § 7.118 (c) by delet¬ 
ing subparagraph (3). 

18. By amending § 7.118 <d) by delet¬ 
ing the words “and § 7.384 (a).” 

19. By amending § 7.120 by deleting 
paragraph (c). 

20. By amending § 7.123 (b) (4) (|) by 
adding the following words “except for 
Category A helicopters the weight shall 
be that determined for hovering (see 
§ 7.116 (a)).” 

21. By amending § 7.131 by adding the 
following words, “unless the Adminis¬ 
trator finds that such tendencies are 
not dangerous.” 

22. By amending § 7.401 by adding 
new paragraphs (d) and (e) to read as 
follows: 

§7.401 Engines. • • ♦ 

(d) Category A; Fan "blade protection. 
The powerplftnt installation shall include 
a means of protection such that the oc¬ 
currence of a fan blade failui’e will not 
affect the operation of the remaining 
engines nor jeopardize the continued 
safe operation of the rotorcraft. 

(e) Category B; Fan blade protection. 
The powerplant installation shall in¬ 
clude a means of protection such that 
the occurrence of a fan blade failure 
will not jeopardize the safe landing of 
the rotorcraft. 


Proposed Rules—Part 13 
There are contained herein proposed 
amendments wdth respect to fuel system 
filters for both reciprocating and turbine 
engines and endurance testing of turbine 
engines. 

The proposed amendments dealing 
with fuel system filters are intended to 
insure that foreign particles in the fuel 
which would have an adverse effect on 
the fuel system will be removed. It is, 
therefore, required that the engine 
manufacturer specify the type of filtra¬ 
tion necessary and demonstrate that 
foreign particles passing through the 
filter will not impair the fuel system 
functioning. 

It is also proposed to amend § 13.254 
since it has been found that the specifi¬ 
cation of power and/or thrust and of 
engine rotational speed to a tolerance 
of ±3 percent for the endurance test is 
unduly burdensome on the engine man¬ 
ufacturer. The proposal contained 
herein requires that the endurance test 
be conducted with the engine power 
and/or thrust and engine rotational 
speed at not less than 100 percent of the 
specified values. 

In view of the foregoing, notice is 
hereby ^ven that it is proposed to rec¬ 
ommend to the Board that Part 13 of 
the Civil Air Regulations be amended: 

1. By amending § 13.110 by adding 
new paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 13.110 Fuel and induction system. 

^ m • 

(c) The type and degree of fuel filter¬ 
ing necessary for protection of the en¬ 
gine fuel system against foreign particles 
in the fuel shall be specified. It shall 
be demonstrated that foreign particles 
passing through the prescribed filtering 
means will not critically impair engine 
fuel system functioning. 

2. By amending § 13.210 by adding a 
new paragraph (d) to read as follows: 

§ 13.210 Fuel and induction system. 

(d) The type jind degree of fuel filter¬ 
ing necessary for protection of the engine 
fuel system against foreign particles in 
the fuel shall be specified. It shall be 
demonstrated that foreign particles pass¬ 
ing through the prescribed filtering 
means will not critically impair engine 
fuel system functioning. 

3. By amending § 13.254 by deleting 
the third sentence and Inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: “During the en¬ 
durance test, the engine power and/or 
thrust and the engine rotational speed 
shall not be less than 100 percent of the 
specified values except that substantiat¬ 
ing evidence shall be submitted if the 
engine parameters are not controlled 
within this limitation.” 

Proposed Rules—Parts 40, 41, 42 

Representation has been made to the 
Bureau that the descent flight provisions 
of the two-engine-inoperative en route 
requirements of Parts 40, 41, and 42 were 
in need of clarification. The language of 
these provisions does not make clear the 
generally understood intent that the 
descent may be based on a net flight 
path. It is being proposed to amend 
these provisions in order to clarify the 
Intent. 
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Friday, November 15, 1957 

During this year’s Annual Alrworthl- 
ness Meeting, the subjects of interior 
markings and emergency lighting for 
exits were discussed. As a result, pro¬ 
posals are being made to the certification 
requirements to eliminate the necessity 
for such markings and lights for crew 
compartment exits. Since it is consid¬ 
ered that the operating parts should be 
consistent with the certification require¬ 
ments, similar amendments are being 
proposed herein for Parts 40. 41. and 42. 

In view of the foregoing, notice is 
hereby given that it is proposed to recom¬ 
mend to the Board that Parts 40, 41, and 
42 be amended: 

1. By amending § 40,75 (b) (2) to read 
as follows and by similarly amending 
§§41.30 (c) <2) (U), and 42.75 (b) (2): 

§ 40.75 En route limitations; two en¬ 
gines inoperative. • • ♦ 

(b) ♦ • • 

(2) Where the engines are assumed to 
fail at an altitude above the prescribed 
minimum altitude, compliance with the 
prescribed rate of climb at the pre¬ 
scribed minimum altitude need not be 
shown during the descent from the cruis¬ 
ing altitude to the prescribed minimum 
altitude if at the end of the descent and 
during the subsequent portion of the 
flight, the prescribed rate of climb is 
met at the prescribed minimum alti¬ 
tudes. The descent shall be assumed to 
be along a net flight path and the rate 
of descent for the appropriate weight 
and altitude shall be assumed to be 0.01 
greater than indicated by the per¬ 
formance information approved by the 
Administrator. 

2. By amending §§ 40.173 (f) (1) and 
(2), 41.23d (b) (1) and (2), and 42.24c 
(b) (1) and (2) by inserting the word 
‘passenger” between the words **all” and 
“emergency” in the first sentence. 

Proposed Amendments —SRr-422 

Special Civil Air Regulation SR«-422 
was adopted by the Board on July 23, 
1957. It includes a new set of perform¬ 
ance requirements applicable to all tur¬ 
bine-powered transport category air¬ 
planes type certificated after August 27, 
1957. In the preamble of SRr-422 the 
Board Indicated that changes to the pro¬ 
visions contained therein would be made 
if further studies and experience indi¬ 
cate such changes to be necessary. 

At the Annual Airworthiness Meetings 
held September 9 through 13.1957. repre¬ 
sentations were made in support of cer¬ 
tain changes to SRr-422. In the main, 
the proposed changes involved substance 
which affected the level of required per¬ 
formance as well as clarifications of 
intent. 

Although numerous issues were raised 
at the aforementioned meetings, not all 
of them could be resolved at this time, 
mainly because of the lack of sufficient 
substantiating teclpiical data. Such is- 
considered to require further 
study and. consistent with the Board’s 
expressed interest, will be given further 
^^^^^eration as may be warranted. 

The proposed amendments to SRr-422 
b^ues^-^^ herein Involve the following 

substantive change is being pro¬ 
posed to the “All-engine-operating land¬ 


ing climb’* which now requires at least 
a 4.0 percent gradient of climb in the 
landing configuration. This requirement 
is intended to insure sufficient climb 
performance in the event a landing is 
balked. It appears that requiring the 
airplane to be in the landing configu¬ 
ration during the climb after a balk 
is unduly conservative and not realistic. 
For this reason it is proposed to permit 
showing compliance with the 4.0 per¬ 
cent gradient of climb in the configura¬ 
tion which would exist 5 seconds after 
the initiation of the climb. The 5-second 
period is intended to include a reasonable 
time delay before the pilot could operate 
the controls to modify the airplane’s 
configuration. It is anticipated that the 
modification would result mainly from 
the raising of the airplane’s fiaps, al¬ 
though other means could be used. In 
order to insure that the airplane's per¬ 
formance in service corresponds with 
the performance attained in showing 
compliance with this requirement it is 
proposed that the procedure of changing 
the airplane’s configuration be estab¬ 
lished and set forth in the Airplane 
Flight Manual. 

Important substantive changes are be¬ 
ing proposed in respect to the one-en¬ 
gine-inoperative take-off climbs by 
inter-relating more realistically the pre¬ 
scribed airplane configuration, weight, 
and power. In effect, this proposal would 
permit meeting the prescribed gradients 
of climb at higher airplane weights than 
would be the case under the presently 
effective provisions. 

P\irther substantive changes are being 
proposed in the numerical values of some 
of the required climb gradients in one- 
engine-Inoperative take-off and en route 
stages of fiight. In the take-off path 
above 400 feet and in the final take-off 
segment the climb gradient for two- 
engine airplanes would be reduced from 
1.4 percent to 1.3 percent. In the en 
route fiight path, it is being proposed to 
reduce the climb gradients of 1.4 and 1.8 
percent to 1.2 and 1.7 percent for two- 
engine airplanes and four-engine air¬ 
planes respectively. 

In addition to the substantive changes 
being proposed there are two significant 
proposals of a clarifying nature. The 
first deals with the determination of the 
landing distance as affected by devices 
or means other than wheel brakes. It is 
being proposed that a provision similar 
to the one applicable to the accelerate- 
stop distance be made applicable to the 
landing distance. This provision permits 
the use of means other than wheel brakes 
in the determination of the landing dis¬ 
tance. Additionally, it is proposed to 
amend the provision which requires in 
some cases the determination of the 
landing distance with one engine in¬ 
operative. It is believed that the pro¬ 
posed requirement expresses the intent 
more clearly. One of the more obvious 
applications of this provision is in re¬ 
spect of turbo-propeller airplanes. Such 
airplanes usually are landed with the 
propellers in a relatively high drag posi¬ 
tion. If one of the engines is inoperative 
its propeller would be expected to be in 
a relatively low drag position with the 
consequence of a longer landing distance 
than with all engines operating. In such 


a case it is required that the landing 
distance be determined with one engine 
inoperative unless use could be made by 
the crew of other means (e. g., reverse 
thrust not otherwise considered in deter¬ 
mining the landing distance) which re¬ 
duce the landing distance at least to that 
determined for all engine operation. 

The second clarification being pro¬ 
posed concerns the applicability of the 
performance limitations of SR-422 
•These consist of the “certificate limita¬ 
tions” and the “operating limitations.” 
The former relate to maximum take-off 
and landing weights, maximum take-off 
and accelerate stop distances, and the 
operational limits imposed upon the air¬ 
plane by the manufacturer. These limi¬ 
tations, being part of the conditions of 
the type and airworthiness certificates, 
must be complied with at all times irre¬ 
spective of the type of operations being 
conducted (e. g., air-carrier, private, 
cargo). The operating limitations, dis¬ 
tinct from the “certifiicate limitations” 
are only applicable when required by the 
operating parts of the regulations (Parts 
40, 41, and 42 require compliance for 
passenger operations). Although it ap¬ 
peared that previous Board pronounce¬ 
ments regarding this general problem as 
well as the explanation contained in the 
preamble to SR-422 would make the 
issue quite clear, it has come to the 
Board’s attention that there might still 
be some misunderstanding of this mat¬ 
ter. Apparently the misunderstanding 
stems from the fact that SR-422 pre¬ 
scribes operating rules for air carrier 
operations which contain both the “cer¬ 
tificate limitations” and the “operating 
limitations” while no prescription is being 
given to non-air carrier operations: thus 
giving an impression that not even the 
“certificate limitations” are applicable 
to non-air carriers. The inclusion of 
“certificate limitations” for air carrier 
operations with the “operating limita¬ 
tions” was meant only to provide the 
operators with the convenience of hav¬ 
ing together the complete prescription 
of the applicable performance limita¬ 
tions, notwithstanding that such an in¬ 
clusion in fact, duplicates the general 
requirement of compliance with the 
“certificate limitations” contained in the 
Airplane Flight Manual. In view of the 
possible misunderstanding which might 
exist from the aforementioned Inclusion, 
it is proposed additionally to include in 
SR-422 the same “certificate limitations” 
for application to all operations under 
the provisions of Part 43 of the Civil 
Air Regulations. 

In view of the foregoing, notice is 
hereby given that it is proposed to rec¬ 
ommend to the Board that Special ClvU 
Air Regulation SR-422 be amended: 

1. By amending 4T.111 (c) by insert¬ 
ing in the first sentence the words “land¬ 
ing climbs.” between the words “take¬ 
off distances,” and “and landing dis¬ 
tances.” 

2. By amending 4T.116 (g) by deleting 
the numerals “1.4” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the numerals “1.3.” 

3. By amending the introductory sen¬ 
tence of 4T.119 to read as follows: ”In 
the landing configuration existing 5 sec¬ 
onds after initiation of the climb, in ac¬ 
cordance with 4T.111 (c), the steady 
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gradient of climb shall not be less than 
4.0 percent, with:” 

4 . By amending the introductory sen¬ 
tence of 4T.120 (a) by inserting between 
the words ‘'configuration” and “at” the 
word “existing.” 

5 . By amending 4T.120 (a) (1) to read 
as follows: 

4T.120 One-engine-inopeTative clirrib, 

(a) • • • 

(1) The critical engine Inoperative, the 
remaining engine (s) operating at the avail¬ 
able take-off power and/or thrust existing 
in accordance v^lth 4T.116 at the time re¬ 
traction of the airplane’s landing gear Is 
Initiated, unless subsequently a more critical 
riower operating condition exists along the 
fUght path prior to the point where the land¬ 
ing gear Is fully retracted. 

6 . By amending the introductory sen¬ 
tence of 4T.120 (b) by inserting between 
the words ”configui*aticn” and “at” the 
word “existing.” 

7. By amending 4T.120 (b) (1) to read 
as follows: 


4T.120 

> • * 


One-engine-inoperative climb. 


(1) The critical engine Inoperative,, the 
remaining engine(s) operating at the avail¬ 
able take-off power and/or thrust existing in 
accordance with 4T.116 at the time the land¬ 
ing gear is fuUy retracted, unless subse¬ 
quently a more critical power operating 
condition exists along the flight path prior 
to the point where a height of 400 feet above 
the take-off surface Is reached. 

8 . By amending 4T.120 (c) by deleting 
from the introductory sentence the 
numerals “1.4” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the numerals “1.3”. 

9. By amending 4T.120 (c) (2) to read 
as follows: 

4T.120 One-engine^inoperative climb, 

• • • 

(c) 
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13. By amending 4T.123 (b) by adding 

the reference section “4T.119” between 
the referenced sections “4T.116” and 
“4T.121.” ^ 

14. By adding a new item 4 after 
40T.84 to read as follows: 

4. In lieu of § 43.11 of Part 43 of the 
Civil Air Regulations the following shall 
be applicable: 

43T.il Transport category airplane weight 
limitations. The performance data in the 
Airplane Plight Manual shall be applied In 
determining compliance with the following 

provisions: ^ « 

(a) No airplane shall be taken off at a 
weight which exceeds the take-off weight 
specified In the Airplane Flight Manual fOT 
the elevation of the airport and for the 
ambient temperature existing at the time 
of the take-off. (See 4T.123 (a) (1) and 
4T 743 (a).) 

(b) No airplane shall be taken off at a 
weight such that, allowing for normal con¬ 
sumption of fuel and oU In flight to the 
airport of destination, the weight on arrival 
will exceed the landing weight specified in 
the Airplane Plight Manual for the eleva¬ 
tion of the airport of destination and for 
the ambient temperature anticipated there 
at the time of landing. (See 4T.123 (a) (2) 

and 4T.743 (a).) ^ of « 

(c) No airplane shall be taken off at a 
weight which exceeds the weight shown in 
the Airplane FUght Manual to correspond 
with the minimum distance required for 
take-off on the runway to be used. The 
take-off distance shall correspond with the 
elevation of the airport, the effective run¬ 
way gradient, and the ambient temperature 
and wind component existing at the time 
of take-off. (See 4T.123 (a) (3) and 4T.743 
(k) •) 

(d) No airplane shall be operated outside 
the operational limits specified In the Air¬ 
plane Plight Manual. (See 4T.123 (a) (4) 
and 4T.743 (a).) 

IP. R. Doc. 67-9462; FUed. Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:61 a. m.] 


(2) The weight equal to the airplane's 
weight existing In accordance with 4T.116 at 
the end of the take-off path. 

10. By amending 4T.121 (a) by de¬ 

leting the numerals “1.4” and “1.8” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “1.2” and “1.7’ 
respectively. , ^ , 4 . 

11. By amending 4T.122 by deleting 
from the last sentence of the introduc¬ 
tory paragraph the reference “(f)” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the reference 
“(g)”. 

12. By amending 4T.122 by amending 
paragraph (f) and by adding a new 
paragraph (g) to read as follows: 

4T.122 Landing distance. • • • 

(f) In addition to, or In lieu of. wheel 
brakes, the use of other braking means shaU 
be acceptable In determining the landing 
distance, provided that such braking means 
shall have been proven to be safe and re¬ 
liable, that the manner of their employment 
is such that consistent results can be ex¬ 
pected In service, and that exceptional skill 
is not required to control the airplane. 

(g) If the characteristics of a device (e. g. 
the propellers) dependent upon the opera¬ 
tion of any of the engines noticeably In¬ 
crease the landing distance when the landing 
Is made with the engine Inoperative, the 
landing distance shaU be determined with 
the critical engine Inoperative unless the 
Administrator finds that the use of com¬ 
pensating means will result In a landing dis¬ 
tance not g^reater than that attained with 
all engines operating. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
t 47 CFR Part 3 1 

[Docket No. 119571 
Radio Broadcast Services 

ORDER EXTENDING TIME FOR FILING REPLY 
COMMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of § 3.606. 
Table of assignments, Television Broad¬ 


cast Stations (Providence. Rhode Island. 
New Haven. Connecticut: Portland, 
Maine and Orono. Maine). 

1. The Commission has before It for 
consideration a petition filed November 
7 1957 by Channel 16 of Rhode Island, 
Inc. requesting that the Commission ex¬ 
tend the time for filing reply comments 
in the above-entitled proceeding from 
November 12. 1957 to December 12, 1957. 

2. In support of its request petitioner 
alleges that Cherry & Webb Broadcasting 
Company, licensee of television Station 
WPRO-TV, Providence, Rhode Island, 
submitted an opposition to the Commis¬ 
sion’s proposal and to its Order to Show 
Cause. Petitioner asserts that this op¬ 
position Included extensive engineering 
material upon which CherryWebb re¬ 
lied. contending inter alia, that the Com¬ 
mission’s proposal for the assignment 
of Channel 8 and Channel 13 to Prov¬ 
idence should not be adopted because of 
engineering and air hazards. Petitioner 
alleges that additional time is required to 
review the comments of Cherry & Webb 
so that petitioner’s reply comments will 
be of the utmost assistance to the Com¬ 
mission in resolving the Issues involved 
in this proceeding. Petitioner further 
alleges that the other parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding do not object to the extension. 

3. The Commission is of the view that 
the public interest, convenience and 
necessity would be served by extending 
the time for filing reply comments in 
the above-entitled proceeding. However, 
the Commission believes that a 15-day 
extension will afford aU interested par¬ 
ties sufficient time for preparing such 
reply comments. 

4 In view of the foregoing: It is 
ordered, ’That the petition of Channel 
16 of Rhode Island, Inc. for additional 
time to file reply comments is granted, 
in part, and that the time for filing reply 
comments in the above-entitled Proceed¬ 
ing is extended from November 12. 1957 
to November 27, 1957. 


Adopted: November 8,1957. 
Released: November 12,1957. 


[seal] 


Federal Communications 

COMB4ISSION, 

Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 


[P. R. Doc. 67-9456; Piled, Nov. 14. 1957; 
8:60 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

Implementation of Executive Order 
10730, September 24,1957 

The Secretary of Defense signed the 
following order on November 6 , 1957: 

Order 

I, Nell H. McElroy, Secretary of Defense of 
the United States, by direction of the Presi¬ 
dent of the United States and P'^rsua^ to 
the authority granted under 
No. 10730, dated September 24, 1967. entltied 
“Providing Assistance for the Removal of an 
Obstruction of Justice Within the State of 


Arkansas”, hereby relieve from the active 
military service of the United States th 
units and parts of units, and ^e 
thereof, of the Army National Guard of the 
State of Arkansas, listed on Exhibit 1 at¬ 
tached hereto, which ^fe called into W 
active military service of the United States 
pursuant to Section 1 of that Executive 
Order. AU other units and parts of unl^ 
and the members thereof, which were callrt 
Into the active mlUtary service of the Onltea 
States under that Executive Order, ana 
which have not heretofore been relieved from 
the active mUltary service of the Unite 
States, are hereby retained In the act^e m * 
tary service of the United StaUs under that 
Executive Order. 







Friday, November IS, 19S7 

The relief from active military service pro* 
vlded by this Order shall take effect, for par¬ 
ticular units or parts of units and the mem¬ 
bers thereof, at the earliest practicable time, 
as determined by the Secretary of the Army. 

All other steps appropriate in connection 
with relief from active military service under 
this Order shall be taken by the Secretary 
of the Army. 

Neil H. McElrot, 
Secretary of Defense, 

Novembeb 6,1957. 

Maurice W. Roche. 
Administrative Secretary, 

Exhibit 1 

Arkansas Army National Guard Units To 
Be Relieved From Active Federal Service 

UNIT 

Hq & Hq Co, 153d Inf Regt 

Med Co, 153d Inf Regt 

Svc Co, 153d Inf Regt 

Hq & Hq Co, 3d Bn. 163d Inf Regt 

Co L, 163d Inf Regt 

Hq & Hq Det, 739th Ord Bn (Inf Dlv) 

(P. R. Doc. 67-9453; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.] 
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Thence East 150.99 feet to a point located 
on the West boundary of State Highway No. 
47 road right-of-way; 

Thence along the West boundary of State 
Highway No. 47 right-of-way on a bearing 
of S 11*30' E 2,694.1 feet to the true point 
of beginning of Parcel “B'*. 
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Both parcels contain 135.27 acres more 
or less. 

This withdrawal shall take precedence 
over but not otherwise affect the de¬ 
partmental order of November 3, 1936, 
establishing Nevada Grazing District No. 
6 and Presidential Order dated March 6, 
1911 establishing Coal Land Withdrawal 
Nevada No. 1, in so as such orders affect 
any of the above described land. 

James E. Keogh, Jr., 
Manager, Land Office, 

[P. R. Doc. 57-9440; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:47 a. m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

(Nevada 0451601 
Nevada 

Air Navigation Site Withdrawal 
Novebiber 6, 1957. 

By virtue of the authority contained 
in section 4 of the Act of May 24, 1928 
<45 Stat. 728; 49 U. S. C. 214) and pur¬ 
suant to authority delegated by Order 
Number 541 of the Director, Bureau of 
Land Management, approved April 24, 
1954, it is ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights and the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, the 
following described lands ai*e hereby 
withdrawn from all forms of appropria¬ 
tion under the public land laws, includ¬ 
ing mining and mineral leasing laws and 
reserved under jurisdiction of the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, Department 
of Commerce, in the maintenance of air 
navigation faculties: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 2 N., R. 38 E. (Unsurveyed), 

Sec. 29 

Parcel “A" containing 110.23 acres more or 
less and more fully described by; 

Beginning at Section corner common to 
Sections 13, 18, 19, & 24, proceed on a bear¬ 
ing S 51*14'02" E 11.860.43 feet to a point 
Which is the center of the VOR site; 

Thence proceed on a bearing of N 40*44'38'' 
* ^ point of beginning; 

Thence South 2.640 feet to a point; 

Thence West 1,556.68 feet to a point on the 

East Boundary of State Highway No. 47 right- 
of-way; o j 6 w 

Thence along the East boundary of State 
Highway No. 47 road right-of-way on a bear- 
^ 11®30' W 2.694.1 feet to a point; 
Thence East 2,081.1 feet back to the true 
beginning; and hereinafter de¬ 
scribed as Parcel “A”; and 
Parcel “B" containing 25.04 acres more or 
lew and more fully described by: 

Beginning at SW comer of Parcel “A** 
described above; 

Thence proceeding West 408 feet to the 
point of beginning of Parcel “B"; 

ffix)und8 proceed West 
675.32 feet to a point; 

Thence North 2.640 feet to a point; 


(Serial No. Idaho 08052J 
Idaho 

ORDER PROVIDING FOR OPENING OF PUBLIC 
LANDS 

November 6, 1957. 

The State of Idaho has certified that 
the hereinafter described lands patented 
to the State under the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 4 of the act of August 18, 1894 (28 
Stat. 422, 43 U. S. C. 641) as amended, 
commonly known as the Carey Act, have 
not been reclaimed as required by the 
Carey Act and that water is not avaUable 
for the irrigation of these tracts. The 
State of Idaho therefore has reconveyed 
the lands to the United States. 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 
T. 5 S., R. 12 E., 

Sec. 30, lot 1 (a portion of the NWV4NW*4), 
NEViNW^. 

T. 6 S., R. 13 E.. 

Sec.3. SW^SW^; 

Sec. 4, lot 2 (NW*4NEi4). lot 3 (NE*4 
NW|4),lot 4 (NW*4NWV4),Sy2NW^; 

Sec. 9. Ey 2 NE* 4 : 

Sec. ll.S^SW*4; 

Sec. 13. SE»4SEV4. 

The areas described total 521 acres of 
public lands. 

The land is located from one to seven 
miles from BUss, Idaho. Elevation 
ranges from about 3100 feet to 3300 feet. 
The surface relief is generaUy rolling 
with some level spots. The soils are 
shallow, sandy loams with numerous 
large lava outcrops. The vegetation 
consists of cheatgrass, mustard, Russian 
thistle and other annuals with some 
sagebrush. The lands are held to have 
little suitabUity for agricultural develop¬ 
ment except for drygrazing of livestock. 

No application for these lands wiU be 
allowed under the homestead, desert 
land. smaU tract, or any other nonmin¬ 
eral public land law, unless the lands 
have already been classified as valuable 
or suitable for such type of application, 
or shall be so classifi^ upon considera¬ 
tion of an application. Any application 
that is filed will be considered on its 
merits. The lands will not be subject 
to occupancy or disposition until they 
have been classified. 

Subject to any valid existing rights 
and the requiiements of applicable laws. 


the lands described herein are hereby 
opened to filing of application, selec¬ 
tions and locations, in accordance with 
the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the nonmineral public land laws and 
applications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws may be presented to the 
Manager mentioned below, beginning on 
the date of this order. Such applica¬ 
tions. selections, and offers will be con¬ 
sidered as filed on the hour and respec¬ 
tive dates shown for the various classes 
enumerated in the following paragraphs: 

(1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid setUement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims, subject to al¬ 
lowance and confirmation will be ad¬ 
judicated on the facts presented in 
support of each claim or right. All ap¬ 
plications presented by persons other 
than those referred to in this paragraph 
will be subject to the application and 
claims mentioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications imder the 
homestead, desert land and small tract 
laws by qualified veterans of World War 
n and. or. the Korean Conflict, and by 
others entitled to preference rights un¬ 
der the act of September 27, 1944 (58 
Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C. 279 through 284, 
as amended), presented prior to 10:00 
a. m. on December 12, 1957, will be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
hour. Rights under such preference 
right applications filed after that hour 
and before 10:00 a. m. on March 13. 
1958. will be governed by the time of 
filing. 

(3) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public land 
laws other than those coming under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) above, and ap¬ 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws, presented prior to 10:00 
a. m. on March 13. 1958, will be consid¬ 
ered as simultaneously filed at that hour. 
Rights under such applications and se¬ 
lections filed after that hour will be 
governed by the time of filing. 

b. The lands will be opened to loca¬ 
tion under the United States mining 
laws, beginning 10:00 a. m. on March 13. 
1958. 

Persons claiming veteran’s preference 
rights under Paragraph a (2) above, 
must enclose with their applications 
proper evidence of military or naval serv¬ 
ice, preferably a complete photostatic 
copy of the certificate of honorable dis¬ 
charge. Persons claiming preference 
rights based upon valid settlement, stat¬ 
utory preference, or equitable claims 
must enclose properly corroborated 
statements in support of their applica¬ 
tions, setting forth all facts relevant to 
their claims. Detailed rules and regula¬ 
tions governing applications which may 
be filed pursuant to this notice can be 
found in Title 43 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

Inquiries concerning these lands shall 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office. 
Bureau of Land Management, P. O. Box 
2237. Boise, Idaho. 

Nolan F. Keil, 

Acting State Supervisor, 

(P. R. Doc. 67-9441; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 
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NOTICES 


[Utah (1-6) 1 
Utah 

NOTICE OP PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OP LANDS 

November 8, 1957. 

Bureau of Reclamation has filed an 
application. Serial No. Utah 026185, for 
the withdrawal of the lands described 
below, from all forms of appropriation. 
The applicant desires the land for 
reclamation purposes in connection with 
the Vernal Unit, Central Utah Project. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, Post Office 
Box 777, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

If circumstances warrant it. a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are. 

Salt Lake Meridian, Utah 

T.4S..R.21E., 

Sec. 1: Lots 3 and 4. 

The above area aggregates 80.30 acres. 

Val B. Richman, 
State Supervisor. 

tF. R. Doc. 67-9442; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 


Geological Survey 

Colorado, Louisiana, Utah, Wyoming 

definition op known geologic struc¬ 
tures OF PRODUCING OIL AND GAS FIELDS 

Former paragraph (c) of $ 227.0, Part 
227, Title 30, Chapter II Code of Federal 
Relations <1947 Supp.), codification of 
which has been discontinued by a docu¬ 
ment published In Part n of the Federal 
Register dated December 31, 1948, is 
hereby supplemented by the addition of 
tiie following list of structures defined 
effective as of the dates shown. 

Name of Field, Epfective Date, Acreage 

(2) COLORADO 

Allen, October 17,1957,200. 

Battle Canyon. October 17.1957,920. 

Plnneo, October 17,1957,800. 

(sa) LOmSIANA 

Cotton Valley, August 14.1957, 46815. 

(8) UTAH 

San Arroyo, October 2,1957,2640. 

(8) WYOMING 

Middle Mountain. July 25,1957,760. 

Mush Creek-Skull Creek (revision and con¬ 
solidation), September 11. 1957, 19148. 
North Fork. July 26.1957.883. 

South Baggs, August 21,1957,3000. 

Thomas B. Nolan, 
Director. 

(P. R. Doc. 67-9435; Piled, Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.l 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Federal Maritime Board 

H. L. Ziegler, Inc., and Garrett 
Forwarding Co. 

notice of agreement filed with the 

BOARD FOR APPROVAL 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Board for approval pursuant to 
Section 15, Shipping Act, 1916 (39 Stat. 
733; 46 U. S. C. 814); 

Agreement No. 8258 between H. L, 
Ziegler, Inc., Houston, Texas, and Gar¬ 
rett Forwarding Co., Inc., New York, New 
York, is a cooperative working arrange¬ 
ment under which the parties will per¬ 
form freight forwarding services for each 
other. 

Interested parties may Inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Regulation Office, Federal Maritime 
Board. Washington, D. C.. and may sub¬ 
mit, within 20 days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, writ¬ 
ten statements with reference to the 
agreement, and their position as to ap¬ 
proval, disapproval, or modification, to¬ 
gether with request for hearing should 
such hearing be desired. 

Dated: November 12, 1957. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Geo. a. Viehmann, 
Assistant Secretary. 

(F. D. Doc. 67-9449; Piled, Nov. 14, 1967; 

8:49 a. m.J 


Office of the Secretary 

Robert H. Merrill 

statement of changes in financial 
interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28. 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as 
reported in the Federal Register of May 
16. 1957. 22 F. R. 3444. 

A. Deletions; None. 

B. AddlUons: None. 

This Statement is made as of Novem¬ 
ber 7. 1957. 

Dated: November 7. 1957. 

Robert H. Merrill. 

|P. R. Doc. 67-9430; FUed, Nov. 14. 1967; 
8:45 a. m.J 


John R. Smth 

report of appointment and statement 
OP financul interests 

Report of appointment and statement 
of financial interests required by section 
710 (b) (6) of the Defense Production 
Act Of 1950, as amended. 

Report of Appointment 

1. Name of appointee: Mr. John R. 
Smith. 


2. Employing agency: Department of 
Commerce, Business and Defense Serv¬ 
ices Administration. 

3. Date of appointment: November 1, 

1957. . „ ^ 

4. Title of position: Chief. Forgings 
Branch. Iron & Steel Division. 

5. Name of private employer: Stand¬ 
ard Steel Works Division Baldwin-Lima- 
Hamilton Corporation, Burnham, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Carlton Hayward, 
Director of Personnel 

September 5, 1957. 

Statement of Financial Interests 

6. Names of any corporations of which 
the appointee is an officer or director or 
within 60 days preceding appointment 
has been an officer or director, or in 
which the appointee owns or within 60 
days preceding appointment has owned 
any stocks, bonds, or other financial in¬ 
terests; any partnerships in which the 
appointee is, or within 60 days preceding 
appointment was, a partner; and any 
other businesses in which the appointee 
owns, or within 60 days preceding ap¬ 
pointment has owned, any similar 
interest. 

Baldwln-Llma-Hamilton Corporation. 

Bank Deposits. 

Dated: November 1, 1957. 

John R. Smith. 

|F. R. Doc. 57-9431; Filed, Nov. 14, 1967; 
8:45 a. m.] 


Carl W. Messinger 

REPORT OF APPOINTMENT AND STATEMENT OF 

financial interests 

Report of appointment and statement 
Of financial interests required by section 
710 (b) (6) of the Defense Production 
Act of 1950, as amended. 

Report of Appointment 

1. Name of appointee: Mr. Carl W. 
Messinger. 

2. Employing agency: Department of 
Commerce, Business and Defense Serv¬ 
ices Administration. 

3. Date of appointment: November 1, 
1957. 

4. Title of position: Consultant, Iron 
& Steel Division. 

5. Name of private employer: Alle¬ 
gheny Ludlum Steel Corporation, Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pennsylvania. 

Carlton Hayward. 

Director of Personnel 

September 5, 1957. 

Statement of Financial Interests 

6. Names of any corporations of which 
the appointee is an officer or director or 
within 60 days preceding appointment 
has been an officer or director, or in 
which the appointee owns or within 60 
days preceding appointment has owned 
any stocks, bonds, or other financial in* 
terests; any partnerships in which the 
appointee is, or within 60 days preced¬ 
ing appointment was, a partner; and 
any other businesses in which the ap- 










Friday, November 15, 1957 
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p>ointee owns, or within 60 days pre¬ 
ceding appointment has owned, any 
similar interest. 

National Biscuit. 

Nat'l Sayings & Trust. 

Elec. Storage Battery. 

Potomac EHec. Power. 

Fidelity Fund. - 
Mass. Investment Trust. 

Aetna Insurance. 

Conn. Bank & Tnist. 

General Electric. 

Funsten Nut Co. 

Arrow Hart & Hegeman. 

Allegheny Ludlum Steel Corp. 

1st Nat. Bank In St. Louis. 

North American Aviation. 

Columbia Gas Co. 

Coca Cola Bottling Co. 

Scovllle MIg. Co. 

Hartford Steam Boiler & Inspection Co 
Wagner Elec. Corp. 

Dow Chemical Co. 

Bank Deposits. 


scheduled to commence on November 13, 
1957, is continued indefinitely, pending 
action on applicant's petition of Novem¬ 
ber 6. 1957, requesting dismissal of his 
application without prejudice. 

Released: November 12. 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-9458; Filed. Nov. 14. 1957; 
8:51 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 12237,12238; FCC 57-1214] 

Oklahoma Television Corp. and Supreme 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. 

order designating applications for con¬ 
solidated hearing on stated issues 


Dated; November 1, 1957. 

Carl W. Messinger. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-9432; FUed, Nov. 14, 1967; 
8:45 a. m.j 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket Nos. 12203-12205; FCC 67M-1098j 
Hall Broadcasting Co., Inc., et al. 
order for pre-hearing conference 

In re applications of Hall Broadcasting 
Company. Inc.. Los Angeles, California. 
Docket No. 12203. File No. BPH-2175; 
Hogan Broadcasting Corporation. Long 
Beach, California, Docket No. 12204, File 
No. BPH-2180; Richard C. Simonton, 
Los Angeles, California, Docket No. 
12205, Pile No. BPH-2239; for construc¬ 
tion permits FM Channel 274 <102.7 Me). 

A pre-hearing conference in the above- 
entitled proceeding will be held on Tues¬ 
day, November 19, 1957. beginning at 
10:00 a. m. in the offices of the Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. D. C. This conference 
i3 called pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.813 of the Commission’s rules and the 
matters to be considered are those speci¬ 
fied in that section of the rules. 

It is so ordered. This the 7th of No¬ 
vember 1957. 

Released: November 8, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-9457; Filed. Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.j 


[Docket No. 12206; FCC 57M-1099J 
Chinook Television Co. 

ORDER CONTINUINC HEARING 

In re application of Robert S. McCav 
im Television Company, Yak 

^a, Washington. Docket No. 1220( 
®PCT-2206; for constructio 
^ replace expired permit. 

8th day of Novem 
hearing in the above 
utied proceeding, which is presentl 


In re applications of Oklahoma Tele¬ 
vision Corporation, New Orleans. Loui¬ 
siana. Docket No. 12237, File No. BPCT- 
2330; for construction permit for a new 
television broadcast station; Supreme 
Broadcasting Company. Inc., New 
Orleans, Louisiana. Docket No. 12238, 
Pile No. BMPCT-4679; for modification 
of construction permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 6th day of 
November 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions, one requesting a construction per¬ 
mit for a new television broadcast station 
to operate on Channel 12 in New Orleans, 
Louisiana, the other requesting a modifi¬ 
cation of construction permit to operate 
on Channel 12 in lieu of Channel 20 in 
New Orleans, Louisiana; and 

It appearing, that the above-captioned 
applications are mutually exclusive, in 
that operation by more than one of the 
applicants, as proposed, would result in 
mutually destructive interference; and 

It further appearing, that pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the above- 
named applicants were advised by letters 
of the fact that their applications were 
mutually exclusive, of the necessity for a 
hearing and of all objections to their ap¬ 
plications. and were given an opportunity 
to reply; and 

It further appearing, that upon due 
consideration of the above-captioned ap¬ 
plications and the replies to the above 
letters, the Commission finds that each 
of the applicants is legally, financially 
and otherwise qualified to construct, own 
and operate the proposed television 
broadcast stations and is technically so 
qualified except as to issue “1” below; 

It is ordered. That pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended, the above-captioned 
applications of Oklahoma Television Cor¬ 
poration and Supreme Broadcasting 
Company. Inc. are designated for hearing 
in a consolidated proceeding at a time 
and place to be specified in a subsequent 
order upon the following issues: 

1. To determine whether the antenna 
systems and sites proposed in the above- 
captioned applications would constitute 
hazards to air navigations. 


2. To determine on a comparative 
basis which of the operations proposed 
in the above-captipned applications 
would better serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity in the light of 
the record made with respect to the sig¬ 
nificant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each having a bearing on its ability to 
own and operate the proposed television 
broadcast station. 

(b) The proposals of each with respect 
to the management and operation of the 
proposed television broadcast station. 

(c) The programming service proposed 
in each of the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions. 

3. To determine in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, which of the applications, if 
either, should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That the issues 
in the above-entitled proceeding may be 
enlarged by the Examiner on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by 
a party to the proceeding and upon a 
sufficient allegation of facts in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicants will give rea¬ 
sonable assurance that the proposals set 
forth in the application will be effectu¬ 
ated. 

It is further ordered. That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard. Oklahoma Television Corporation 
and Supreme Broadcasting Company, 
Inc., pursuant to § 1.387 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, in person or by attorney, 
shall within 20 days of the mailing of 
this order file with the Commission, in 
triplicate, a written appearance stating 
an intention to appear on the date fixed 
for the hearing and present evidence on 
the issues specified in this order. 

Released: November8.1957. 

Federal Cobcmunications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-9459; Piled. Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:51a. m.I 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 0-13662] 

Christie, Mitchell and Mitchell 
Co. ET AL. 

order for hearing AND SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED changes IN RATES 

November 8, 1957. 

Christie. Mitchell and Mitchell Com¬ 
pany. et al. (Christie) on October 10. 
1957, tendered for filing proposed changes 
in its presently effective rate schedules ‘ 
for sales of natural gas subject to the ju¬ 
risdiction of the Commission. 'The pro¬ 
posed changes, which constitute in¬ 
creased rates and charges, are contained 
in the following designated filings: 


^ Christie previously proposed increases un¬ 
der the same rate schedule which were sus¬ 
pended until April 9, 1957, in Docket No. 
G-11440, but were never made effective sub¬ 
ject to refund. 
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NOTICES 


Description: Notice oX Change, dated Octo¬ 
ber 8. 1957. 

Purchaser: Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 16 to Christie’s PPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 9. Supplement No. 17 to Christie's FPO 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 9. 

Effective date: November 10, 1957 (ef¬ 
fective date Is the first day after expiration 
of the required thirty days’ notice). 

In support of the proposed rate in¬ 
creases. Christie states that the in¬ 
crease provisions were entered into in 
fair, arm's-length bargaining, that the 
small increase (0.4 cents per Mcf) is fair 
and reasonable, and that the total price 
to be received under the subject contract 
will afford sellers only a fair return. 

The Increased rates and charges so 
proposed have not been shown to be jus¬ 
tified. and may be imjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the said proposed changes, 
and that the above-designated supple¬ 
ments be suspended and the use thereof 
deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CPR 
Ch. I). a pubUc hearing be held upon a 
date to be fixed by notice from the Secre¬ 
tary concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed Increased rates and charges. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, said supplements be and 
they are each hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until April 10, 1958, 
and until such further time as they are 
made effective in the manner prescribed 
by the Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the periods of suspension have 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by §§ 1.8 and 1.37 
(f) of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f)). 

By the Commission (Commissioners 
Digby and Kline dissenting). 

[SEAL] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-9443: Filed. Nov. 14. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.) 


(Docket No. G-13663] 

Spartan Drilling Co. et al. 

ORDER FOR HEARING AND SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED CHANGE IN RATES 

November 8, 1957. 

Spartan Drilling Company et al. 
(Spartan), on October 9, 1957, tendered 


for filing a proposed change in its pres¬ 
ently effective rate schedule for sales of 
natural gas subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission. The proposed change, 
which constitutes an Increased rate and 
charge, is contained in the following 
designated filing: 

Description: Notice of CHiange, dated Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1957. 

Purchaser: El Paso Natxiral Gas Company. 
Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 1 to Spartan’s PPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 5. 

Effective date: January 1, 1958 (effective 
date is the effective date proposed by 
Spartan). 

In support of the proposed periodic 
rate increase, Spartan states that the 
escalation clause embodied in the con¬ 
tract is common in such long-term con¬ 
tracts; the Initial price is not adequate to 
cover rising costs to the producer, and 
the increased rate represents the fair 
field price. 

The Increased rate and charge so pro¬ 
posed has not been shown to be justified, 
and may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory, or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It Is necessary 
and proper in the public Interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the said proposed change, 
and that Supplement No. 1 to Spartan’s 
PPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 5 be sus¬ 
pended and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the Regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I). a public hearing be held 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed increased rate and charge 
contained in Supplement No. 1 to Spar¬ 
tan’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 5. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, said supplement be and it 
is hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until June 1, 1958, and until 
such further time as it is made effective 
in thfi'manner prescribed by the Natural 
^las Act 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by §§1.8 and 
1.37 (f) of the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37 (f)). 

By the Commission (Commissioners 
Digby and Kline dissenting). 

[SEAL] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary, 

(P. R. Doc. 67-9444; Piled, Nov. 14. 1967; 
8:48 8. m.] 


(Docket No. 0-9966 etc.] 

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America et al. 

order fixing date for oral argument 
November 8,1957. 

In the matters of Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America, Docket No. G-9966 ; 
Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. G-10103; Colorado 
Interstate Gas Company. Docket No. 
G-10176; Chicago District Pipeline Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. G-10214 ; Pacific North¬ 
west Pipeline Corporation, Docket No. 
0-10455. 

Exceptions have been filed to the ini¬ 
tial decision issued October 9. 1957, by 
the Presiding Examiner in the above- 
entitled proceedings, and it is appro¬ 
priate that oral argument be held 
thereon. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Oral argument before the Com¬ 
mission in this matter be held on De¬ 
cember 5, 1957, at 10 a. m., e. s. t.. in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D. C. 

(B) Request for time for oral argu¬ 
ment shall be made to the Secretary of 
the Federal Power Commission on or be¬ 
fore November 22, 1957. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-9445; Filed. Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Pile No. 1-2115] 

Bellanca Corp. 

ORDER SUMM.ARILY SUSPENDING TRADING 

November 8. 1957. 

In the matter of trading on the Amer¬ 
ican Stock Exchange in the $1.00 par 
value capital stock of Bellanca Corpora¬ 
tion, FUe No. 1-2115. 

I. The $1.00 par value Capital Stock oi 
Bellanca Corporation Is listed and regis¬ 
tered on the American Stock Exchange, 
a national securities exchange; 

n. The Commission on April 24, 1957, 
issued its order and notice of hearlnj? 
under section 19 (a) (2) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 (hereinafter 
•’the act”) to determine at a hearing 
beginning July 10, 1957, whether it is 
necessary or appropriate for the protw- 
tion of investors to suspend for a 
not exceeding twelve months, or to with¬ 
draw, the registration of the capital stocK 
of Bellanca Corporation (hereinafter 
called "registrant”) on the American 
Stock Exchange for failure to comply 
with section 13 of the act and the rules 
and regulations adopted thereunder, ana 
for failui-e to comply with the disclosuie 
requirements of Regulation X-i^ 
adopted pursuant to section 14 (a) of tne 
act. 

on October 31, 1957 the Commission 
issued its order summarUy suspending 
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trading of said securities on the exchange 
pursuant to section 19 (a) (4) of the act 
for the reasons set forth in said order 
to prevent fraudulent, deceptive or ma¬ 
nipulative acts or practices for a period 
of ten days ending November 10. 1957. 

ni. The Commission being of the opin¬ 
ion that the public interest requires the 
summary suspension of trading in siich 
security on the American Stock Ex¬ 
change and that such action is necessai*y 
and appropriate for the protection of 
investors; and 

The Commission being of the opinion 
that such suspension is necessai-y in or¬ 
der to prevent fraudulent, deceptive, or 
manipulative acts or practices, with the 
result that it will be unlawful under 
section 15 (c) (2) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 and the Commission’s 
Rule X-15C2-2 thereunder for any 
broker or dealer to make use of the mails 
or of any means or instrumentality of 
intei*state commerce to effect any trans¬ 
action in, or to induce or attempt to 
induce the purchase or sale of, such 
security otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange. 

It is ordered. Pursuant to section 19 
fa) (4) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in said securities 
on the American Stock Exchange be 
summarily suspended in order to pre¬ 
vent fraudulent, deceptive, or manipula¬ 
tive acts or practices for a period of ten 
(10) days. November 11 to 20. 1957, 
Inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

(sealI Nellye a. Thorsen, 

Assistant Secretary. 

|P. R. Doc. 67-9448; Piled, Nov, 14, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Alien Property 

Salomon Coltof et al. 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to 
return, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following 
property, subject to any increase or de¬ 
crease resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No,, Property, and Location 

Cash in the Treasury of the United States 
as noted below and all right, title and inter¬ 
est of the Attorney General acquired pursu¬ 
ant to Vesting Order No. 18521 (16 Fed. Reg. 
10097, October 3, 1951) in and to the securi¬ 
ties described below; 

Salomon Coltof. Drlebergen. Holland. L. S. 
Claim No. 856; The Atchison Topeka and 
Santa Pe Railway Company 4/95, Bond No. 
88538. in the priucipal amount of $1,000. 

No. 222—4 


Mrs. Leonle Dentz, Amsterdam. Holland, 
L. S. Claim No. 880; $4,704.96. 

Mrs. Elisabeth Hartogs, Arnhem, Holland. 
L. S. Claim No. 900; $1,540.00. Cities Service 
Company 5/69. Debentures Nos. 41847/8, in 
the principal amount of $1,000 each. 

Joseph Franken and Mrs. Anne Franken. 
Tel Aviv, Israel. L. S. Claim No. 901; $2,234.86. 

Vesting Order No. 18521 

Executed at Washington. D. C., on 
November 7, 1957. 

For the Attorney General. 

[SEAL] Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

(F. R. Doc. 67-9455; Filed. Nov. 14. 1957; 
8:50 a. m.] 


Lisbeth Baumann 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Ehiemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty. subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration there¬ 
of prior to return, and after adequate 
provision for taxes and conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Lisbeth Baumann. Kfar-Ono, Israel; 
$463.64 in the Treasury of the United States. 
Claim No. 61759. 

Vesting Order No. 9068. 

Executed at Washington. D. C.. on 
November 7. 1957. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal! Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

|P. R. Doc. 57-9454; Filed, Nov. 14, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth Section Applications for Relief 
November 12.1957. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rul e 40 of the general rules of practice 
(49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this no¬ 
tice in the Federal Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 

FSA No. 34280 —Liquefied chlorine 
g a s — Brunswick, Ga., to Tennessee 
points. Piled by O. W. South. Jr.. Agent 
(SPA No. A3556), for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on liquefied chlorine gas, 
tank-car loads from Brunswick, Ga., to 
Boyce. Calhoun, Chattanooga, and North 
Chattanooga. Term. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 


9127 

Tariff: Supplement 21 to Agent Span- 
Inger’s tariff I. C. C. 1536. 

FSA No. 34281— Lumber—Points in 
Tennessee to destinations in the South. 
Piled by O. W. South. Jr.. Agent (SPA 
No. A3557). for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on lumber and related articles, 
carloads from Adamsville, Crump, and 
Savannah, Tenn., to specified points in 
Alabama. Florida, Georgia, Louisiana 
and Mississippi. 

Grounds for relief: Modified short-line 
distance formula and grouping. 

Tariff: Supplement 129 to Agent 
Spaninger’s tariff I. C. C. 1298. 

PSA No. 34282: Ethylene glycol-^ 
Orange, Tex., to Graingers, N. C. Filed 
by P. C. Kratzmeir. Agent (SWFB No. 
B~7149), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on ethylene glycol, tank-car loads 
from Orange, Tex., to Graingers. N. C. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff: Supplement 48 to Agent Kratz- 
meir’s tariff I. C. C. 4094. 

PSA No. 34283: Rock salt — Ojibway, 
Ont., Canada, to Louisville, Ky. Filed 
by O. E. Schultz, Agent (ER No. 2409). 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
salt, rock, loose or in bulk, carloads from 
Ojibway. Ont., Canada to Louisville. Ky. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff: Supplement 12 to Agent R. K. 
Watson’s tariff I. C. C. 197. 

PSA No. 34284: Sand—Troy Grove, 
III., to Kenosha, Wis. Filed by R. G. 
Raasch. Agent (No. 634). for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on silica sand, except 
ground or pulverized, carloads, from 
Ti oy Grove. Ill., to Kenosha. Wis. 

Grounds for relief: Cross-country 
competition with Ottawa. Ill., group 
origins. 

Tariff: Supplement 21 to Chicago and 
North Western Railway Company’s tariff 
I. C. C. 11274. 

PSA No. 34285: Acids and chemicals — 
Bishop, Tex., to Celriver, S. C. Filed by 
F. C. Kratzmeir. Agent (SWFB No. B- 
7152), for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on acids and chemicals, tank-car loads, 
from Bishop. Tex., to Cehiver. S. C. 

Grounds for relief: Potential truck- 
w^ater-truck competition. 

Tariff: Supplement 402 to Agent 
Kratzmeir’s tariff I. C. C. 4139. 

FSA No. 34286: T. O. F. C. Service- 
Class Rates—Louisville, Ky., to New York 
points via Monon Railroad. Filed by 
The Monon Railroad. Agent (No. 2). for 
itself and other interested rail carriers. 
Rates on commodities moving on class 
rates, loaded in trailers and transported 
on railroad fiat cars from Louisville, Ky., 
to Binghamton. Courtland, Elmira, Os¬ 
wego. and Syracuse, N. Y. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Harold D. McCoy. 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 67-9450; Filed, Nov. 14, 1957; 

8:49 a. m.] 
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